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AN ANSWER . 


M-. George Walkers 
VINDICATION, 


OR RATHER 
FRESH ACCUSATION: 
|  Wherein he chargeth 
MF. Wotton (beſides his former foul aſperſions of 
Hereſie and Blaſphemy ) with Arianiſn: j; 
ME. Gataker with Socimianiſm ; 
DF. Gouge, and M. Downham, with « falſe 
Atteſtation ; 
DF. Baylic , aud MF. Stock , with Self-condem- 
nation ; 
All the eight Miziſters employed in the buſines be- 
tween Pamſelf and M..Wotton,withPartiality 
and Unjuſt judgement. 


Upon occafion of a Relation concerning that 
buſines , written by the ſaid Thocke Gataker, __ 


and by him now again ay 


Wherein the ſaid M. Waters Vindication 


is in many things ſhewed to be 
An Untrue Relation-.. 


LONDON, 
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| Primed by E.G. for F.Chfton, in New: fiſh-ſtreer. 1642. 
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Some few things to be ſupplied 


or amended... 


4 


Ag.2 _ line 13.ad,for winds ( olecy of a dead 

mun, himſelf being. «Þ: 5,1. 16. read, hath at any 

time ex.p. 6.4.28, preſſure, p.'14. 1.27. hy then did, 
p-16,1.28. wrote. p. 38. 1. 18. crave leave of. p..42-1.14- 
put in the margine again(t pointing. See Caneron My- 
rothec. p-25.p.53 ma"e put out, * Ibid. p.g 81,32 read 
have paſt. p 99,126 ſift 9p —_ Poſt ſeriptape11 9. 
| l,3- he degrnes.. FEp \'y fat \\ 4 


4 ' » 1 
SY __ AVAST» O1Y 


ae pee eſte 


=> Ad M. Walker either dealt more fairely 
! at firſt, with his Chriſtian brother and 
fellow-Miniſter of Chriſt, M. A. Wot- 
tomor upon ſecond thoughts(4 which « AI 3drizes 
UW arc wont to be the wiſer) better con- prod 
ſidered of what before he had unaviſedly attemp- "© 
ted; he had therein 'peradventure 1n-part at leaſt, 
either faved or ſalved his owne credit: ſure I am,he 
had eaſed me of ſome labour'\, that I had httle luſt 
unto, He traduced M. }Yotton in che Pulpit as a vile 
hereticke, while he lived, what time he knew Maſter 
tottons tongue,through the iniquity of the times,to _ 
beſo þ tied up, thathe could not'in pnblique plead * = Tak. 
his owne cauſe. Long after his deceaſe he reneweth Wo ns 
hs revilingsof him, and branderhi him againe for \3:&-44c- 
the like in pritt ; when being hence tranſiated,, he 52 þ Ja woe 
cannot now, either in publique or in private perſo- Ns — gy 
nally appeare for himfelfe. ' A true relation of the »7s 4 aims 
carriage of the maine matter in controverſie be- ore g 
tween th:m, ina meeting of M./alk:rsowne pro- 4, © 
euring wherein M. Wotton wasacquitted, being 
hereupon publiſhed; he proceedeth, after his won- 
ted guiſe,in violent 2nd virulent manner, notonely 
tocharge him,as before, with herefe and blaſphemy in 
thedodtrineof juſtification, but (yet farther to ex- 
fle his extream malice and rancor againſt him) 
c,with the deniall of the eterndlt Deity of Chriſt; how « Vindic 
Teh | | A ſoundly, ** 


+7/C x 


(e) 
ſoundly, yea er ſeemingly, for any ſhew or ſhadow 
of reaſon, let any intelligent Reader judge, And 
uver and beſides that, (hoping thereby to help him- 
ſelfe, where he ſticketh faſt in the mire) he ſticketh 

{Mi 5m» og not to d caſt foule aſperſions upon all thoſe that had 
+ ani i;- any hand inthat hearing , not ſparing them thereia 
ſs ag whom himſelfe had made choiſe of. 
Cent) rr. Bis Vindication (as he tearmet\ it) the begina=th 
* Þvchy.Nicet with a preamble, conliſting of two parts, 
in Ardron- Lt Inthe former whereof,he complaineth grievouſly 
£ Viadic. p1.. of me,and echargeth me with breach of piety and cha- 
rity, and defe# of bumanity and common honeſty , in la- 
bouring to ſet upon him fox] brand? of the like nature, 
being a Miniſter yet living in Gods Church and in ad- 
ding thereby affli&ion to him , who bath ſuffered perſecu- 
tion and bonds for the truths ſake. 
Which paſſage, whenI read , minded me of the 
Italian profeflor of the Civill-law at Oxford, who 
having in ſome things carried himaſelfe, neither ſo 
religiouſly, nor ſo reſpectively towards divers wors 
thy Divines, as had been to be wiſhed; and being 
therefore by Doctor Aainolds in a private Letter 
' _ freelytoldofit, and withall admoniſhed fto have 
_ A more regard of piety and modeſtyin his writings for 
jorem babes rg. time to come;then in ſome formerly he had ſhewedz 
ronen, pieza:is 10 way of anſwer to his Letter, taketh on and ſtor» 


ee pn meth not alittle againſt that mirrour as well of mo- 
Gentilp.z, deſty as of learning » asg baving done him no ſmall 
: Qual 'y * wrong,jn Fang. upon him ſp to checke and controle 
«fieie/e j« him who had left his own countrey for his conſci- 
wider te cume» ences and was for Religion ſake content to live as 


fc «gre im1i- an exile : tho meane while, it may be, enjoyingas 


' 068, qui Pape 


imperium con= * | 
«mp, 7 exulare pmria yotuit: & uuiverſo regia pepsli? Alb.Gentilis ad Io, Rainollep. 2; 
Hp FOE. plentiful 


(3) 
plentifull an eſtate here, asever he had, or might 
have attained, had he ſtayed ſtill where before / 


he was, 
But to come more direfly to Myralkers excepti 17 


againſt me, cr preſcriptions rather for himſelfe, as a 

facred perſon,or a Sanctuary man; and not therefore 

to be ſo dealt with, a: I have herein dealtwith him ; ,.._ ox 
and to diſcuſle them bricfly apart, I ſuppoſe a little 32; 53 6:20u5 


) 


ſcIfe-love, and ſelte-reſpeCt proceeding trom ir, had m_ me 


þ drawn a filme over M. alkers eyeſight, orcaſt a aw ob 
miſt at leaſt before his eyes, when hecntered theſe de wil. ex ini- 


pleas5 that kept him from confidering what the wh ” 4 latone 
party was whotn himſclfe had ſo def Prghtfully dealt HR - 
with. h Key3v Srateres 
For firſt, is M. Walker @ Minifter ofGods Word? and ©*% ates 
was not M.i/otton the ſame ? and that peradventure j,a.3.n.c500- 
nothing inferiour to M. Walker in ought 3 however 7; tunic. 
M. Walker may pleaſeto eſteem or deem of him. ; At oy on, hes. 
©. 4 . 70 d7noul 
whoſe doom yet, wellitis that he neither ſtands 3,a5& , x4 


nor fals. oth ex av 


Secondly,as concerning ſurvivorſhip, I have ever [Wwenu gin» | 


held it,and ſo till ſhall, having votes therein with 71. Dim. 


me,I am ſure, not a few,unti]] M./alker ſhall be able wag 6 1p 60-4 
KAT Au" cot 


to convince me of errourin it; that itis a worſe ahmed bn" 
«v3 exo uw. Archilsch, ©dvar@ 5a; dr9gwmio vendor 7% a0. Euripi.l, Antigon. Kea" xeivo 
wixerrw,juh iguCel f0'Þa4 ER guge Idem Pheniſſ. Q'4>gum. wh Seg rols rerrud me; nan; 
My3" auTH; of hards iy veg yary' u 3ap Þarirri xy aprovubluni os yh- Sophocl, Ajacs 
Eavror 5pucÞenar eeroti3to $Eoy ad! avre,c mids mtr a Aimw dd paviuvruyy ey Grier 
Stafim, in carm, Sobol. ad illud Ariftogh. Pace. Their, wiv & Sien'$ brpab uh hint AM Za 
5p tnetroy, Imvp is” s 1D) gre. A mParur nat lu” x; vr £5 Te>rnkomes Lougleir, Et 
Suides, Nex4iv 34p rms | KAtuerataoutat 150-53 o gxabi,rev; Sarees ph Mo 
Sogetv. Hinc diverbia illa Jiaouprine'. Toy vir por pagiun, Tops 14 rnut ty armourar vin, Apis 
ftopb. Avib. + Sex” Emre) bin, Soph. Ajac. 785 1x3; emoteTur Lat. Meredem. or's 
Tos Swoymatg Kept eve Lucian, de Jett. Et vulgare illud, De nerds vil nifg onum, Duel 4 
Solonk lege traffum eft,ov 1Oyneome pin xg 0; dd um. Plut, Sole pemofib. in Leptin. et- in 
Beot. Et Chilo Sparta. Tov 7491s a jul) 1arooyety, Lacrt, 
A 2 matter 


*.. 1 ea ri 


* Amboloe. htc. 


(4) 
matter to traduce:the,dead, then the living; . Since 
that the one may, the other cannot now make apo- 
logie for him(elte. Beſides that itis generally held.an 

L424, Argument of [ no ingenuous diſpoſition, to inſult 

df: t,4 73 over, or deale ; izoroufly with the deceaſed. And it 

« Saran may well bz queition. d whetheran injury done to a 

- homage uy S:10t in Heaven, havenot the greater guilt,in regard 

114944,73 » Of his preſent eſtate, Sure I am,that againſt thoſe of 

7; +5 the Romiſh party, a our Writers uſe it as an argu- 

7:>-579., Weat, and zthe Apoſtle may well ſe. me to adde 

Wn i]: 78 {trength thereunto,that it is a greater wrong to oft-r. 

6.45, £12. any indignity to Chriſts body now glorifi:d in Hea- 

ho Sopbite, ven, then it had been to do the like uato him then, 

ucmby whenin the ſtate of humiliation he converſed with 
$tyun #i1xe. MEN here on earth. Nor (ee | ought, why it may not 
rt, Fhil:ra:zs, hold as well in the other limmes,as in the head; that 
£54719 the greater ſinne it is to offer any Wrong or contu- 

_ Re mely to them,the more highly they are now honou- 

oz; *2 38 5373 red and advanced by God. And what greater wrong 


pv C Gra ome Cr contumely can be done to them.,then to blaſt their 
LowTiln ed} bet 


73 57 imuced.. reputations, to charge them with ine xplable crimes, 


res *(bs, todainn then to Hell, 1hat now reigne with God in 


93,11 Heaven? Soofacred hath the condition of the de- 
5-Nexgso0us Cealed been deemed,that it hath been accountei a 
Atarr©> $0u- 

Ceiduot Any), : IR NOIR : 
*»Audet wel lepxa exanimi te{ultare leoni. Hefeorique jacenti inſultat Danaum ignavi ſims quiſque 
Iliade 2. Es Quanithct ignavi precipituia premunt. Naſo triſt. lib. 3. eleg 11, Nec Plancus 
illepide, eum diceretuv 1/inms Pollio orationes in eum parare, que poſt mortem P mci ederentur, ne 
reipondere piſſet, cum moyeuis 1191 niſi laroes luffari: quo apul eruditos mbil impulentivs judicature 
Plin, pre fat. Hiſt. nat. Itaque Mars &/£ 1, |. 11: Nultum cum vituis certamen & ethere caſſis, 
Deeft, 5-4 oporeet, Serv, wm Sce P.t. Moulins of the Euchariſt, chap- 13. » Hebr.12«25. 


# Terra noviſſine complex eremin, tum maxim? ut mater operiens, nullo magis Sacrament, gum 
quad nos quoque [acros facu.Plin. Hiſe. Nut, | 2,c.65-O' 700 yag nos p44 708 legde rojulQeur, 
8 Singuor, ming Sai 7 yy ar p01 mer 3; 074471809, £21900 7 5x Þpag Th affirm. Flarcde 
$0:071% lee. . 


pornt 


(59 
point of p ſacriledge, to diſturbe their remaines, or _ 
to meddle with the monuments wherein their corps ? Vi cop be- 


11-1 de meriut 


lieancloſed. But the godly deceaſed , q had they .,,,u wes. 
ſenſe and underſtanding; of what 1s here done , (a+ Nune lex. Se- 


they had wont to ſpeake, and r we well may would | m_—_ 


without all doubt,account it, as well they might, a #,qu41u! 5 vi 
far greater wrong, to have their nam=s tainted with mri nequ: de- 


' X (err PORC(E. Cite 
foule aſperſions,of this nature eſpecially, even of z,,;, i E bullh 


the higheſt and moſt hainous guilt againſt the divine defu- tirun l4- 


Majcſty,then to have their Sepulchsrs defaced,their 11% more, 
ferr 1m everiere, 


graves laid open,their bodies dizged up,their bones c./prers enelle 
burnt, and their aſhes either diſperſed into the ayer, 17.procimun $4- 


4 _ eri'egts majore, 
or ſcattered upon the ſurface of the watersor what- ©'* hae tis 


ſoever other 1ndignity and infolency the vaine rage burrur. I/ies. 
and fond outrage, not of hu:nane, but of inhumane ©4-(-9.1it-19, 


: . a . a lee. 5. mitde e- 
ſpite and malice hath exerciſed upon their remains. ,j;,j.,1.. 


Let not M. #alker therefore deeme his offence in this 4-x.The:4y | g. 
regard thelcfle hainous, becauſe the man is dead, or ** 17-{4.2*- 


4 —_ : u.Awum ci- 
{deceaſed rather, whom he thus dealeth with Me wiolene 


wherein peradventure,as t he {aid ſometime of $y//a, tian mferre, 
he had dealt more wiſely, had he been leſſe eager. Nor ſacrilega pre- 


. : ſunptre. Valent. 
bath he any juſt cauſe to complaine, becaulc he ſur- ww! wn. 5. Ne 
viveth , if inthe neceſſary vindication of the decea- S*p#ichv4 qui- 


2 0 * dc \livi LF. 
{cd ſo wronged , his inconfiderte carriage therein {1c —_ 


be diſcovered. If any blemiſh accrew to him(cIfe or iticirim duce- 
kis miniſtery thereby, he may blame him(elte rather > ce 
manus, En'eb. Hiſt.Lat. verſ.l. 3. c.4. Sacrileze buſtis a5ſtimuere manus. Seer. epigr. 4. 

"Ame mV 1%#, aids oe cwr, Homer, I,w, ur 53 mol; rr bmneoty dio ines Hs 
Carr: Plat Mentex, et v7 $1>aJs yryropuirer Ifocr Euag. ids & wii 165 enmineus ot 
Tis ein 5. Polyb | 8. Siquis eff ſenſus in wrie.Cic. Phil. g. Siquis in feris ſenſus eft $1 ad Potyb, 
6.18, Siquis vita Aigreſſis eft dolor. Amman l.30. r S:cenim<# nſtri.  Auns #74 K. vb 
6 Tis argwo ig. Greet Iuliss Idem in Ce arox apTUNSH DRE X; THIOL; 10 mv £DUk:00 7 Us 
views. dem in Pch. 6i ds 715 o01 9) 9H naaTopur Tu Bi Ayyae, 4 Taro F horns uals 
Un 48 gas Of Tormwy muted. ſ Abvit,n0n Viits Anbr.Thend?, © Mfarti veliguigs (i(ſopary. 
jufſir,acerbiore odio,quam fitam ſapiens ſuiſſer,quam v*hemens ſuit, Cieede fegahn, 

| AZ3 then 


—z 


* 
, 


C6) 
then any other, who by theſe violent and outragious 
courſes much impeacheth and impaireth his owne 


eſtimation in the minds of all moderate men. 


[ 


k Dag, 1. 


x Galat-4.29. 
wichGen.21.90 
yY Leer ro M. 
I#inton Vindic. 


Pe15- 
7 Ibid.p.16, 
4 Ibid p10, 
& RelatiÞ.4-5+ 


For his third plea, in regard whereof he claimeth 


 animmunity from being thus dealt with,to wit, Hj 


perſecution and bonds ſuſtained for the truth, 

Of M. Walkers reſtraint for ſome time, Thave 
heard. During which a!ſo I ſometime viſited him at 
his brothers houſe. And that he ſuffered for the truth, 
I hopealſois true,though it be more then I knowzbe- 
cauſe I know not for what he ſuffered.Of his bonds,l 
never heard till now. If he were ever in bonds,(God 
bethanked) he is now free. But however, he might 
do well to remember, that M. YYottorn, upon occa-» 
ſion of a paſlage uſed in his prayer, when the ſetling 
of Church-matters with us was in agitation, (which 
as things now ſtand, I ſuppoſe would not be ſo hai- 
nouſly taken) that His Majeſty who then was , might 
in that weighty bulineſle,yor be ſwayed with prejudice 
of long or pretended antiquity, but proceed according to 
the rule and direFion of Gods VVord, had for ſome 
good ſpace of time before been deprived of the ex- 
erciſe of his miniſtery, and of the means thence ari- 
ſing for the maintenance of him and his3 his charge 
then depending upon him being greater, then I ſu 
poſe M.Y/alkers either then was, when he ſo ſuffe- 
red as he ſaith, or now is. And that helay ſtill at that 
very ſame timeunder that heavy preſure,(which 
he was never wholly quit of to his dying day) when 
M. Waker purſued(l may well ſay,x perſecuted him) 
with thoſe hideous imputations of teaching y diveZifh 
bereſie and 7 bliſphemy , and a the moſt peftilent opinion! 
that ever Satan ſowed among Chriſtians. Now whether 

this 


(7) 
this his demeanuretoward M.7Yotton in ſuch times, 
were to b adde affli® ion unto affliion , of no, I leave y pr, 5,16. 
to any man, not ofc braſle bowels, and iron entrals, c 0:wr i; 
todetzrmine. Thisam I ſure of, that if M.YYalkers _—_— 
troubles, paſtand overblown now, may aggravate = _— 
ought here, the ſtorm (hill continuing might much 05/+. & 1! x. 
more aggravate there. But this isthe common guiſe 7 = *,7* 4 
ofhumane weaknell:, that men are rather prone to «- 04/1 
tender 4 their own grietes, then the grievances of 4 15 %-iny 
others 3 and todeny that priviledge of e ſanuary to 71 9 
their adverſaries, under which they require yet to Gr:g1r $14; 
finde ſhelter for themſelves. Howloever, a fond = kay Gig: 
thing it is for any man to imagine, that his ſufferings — aha 
for the truth, either ſhould ſcale him a Licence to « &s ef /acrs, 
rave againſt, and raile upon his Chriſtian brethren 17 
at pleaſure, whether ſurviving yet,or deceaſed; or hs 
ſhould proteCt him againſt all Apology upon ſuch 
occaſions,made either by themſelves or by others for 
them,in their behalte. 

For as for all that, which in the next place * he » p,,... 
ſubjoyneth, in his declamatory way, concerning 
M. Wottons aſſertions; how fincerely they are extra- 
Red from M. YYottons writings, or how depraved 
with M.-/Valkers own gloſles and — as allo how 
by M. YVotton himſelfe in writing anſwered, where 
they might ſeem to ſound ſomewhat harſhly by col- 
. lating place with place,and reducing them to the 
ſtate of the point therein queſtion ; and laſtly, what 
was thereupon concluded , when theſe things were 
atlarge long ſince debated, ina way that M./Valker 
himſelfe preſſed M,y/0ttowunto; you have fully laid 
downin the Re/atiow before mentioned : which M. 


YValker alſo here referreth bimſelfe untos and - 
tranſ- 


(8) 
tranſcribe againe therefore, would be but loſt la- 

bour, both to me and tomy Reader. That which 

the rather alſol here wave , becaufe I ſhall be con- 

ſtrained, treading M. YValkers wild maze; as newl 

muſt do, to meet with them againe more then once 

or twice, where fitter occaſion wil be to conſider fur- 

ther of them. 

After this complaint commenced of me, M.Walker 
proceeds e to lay down the occaſion , by which he hath 
provoked me to proclaim ſo bitterly againſt him, and to 
Lrand him with breach of piety and charity , and defetF of 
humanity and common honeſty; and to enquire what 
the cauſe of my ſodoing ſhould be. 

Where, firſt,how I have proclaimed (as he ſpeaks) 
againſt hizs, or what bitterneſſe I have uled, either in 
wy Preface or Poſtſcript, Iam well content that others 
indiftcrently aftected judge. Howbeit I ſee none for- 
warder to complaine. of bitterneſle in others, then 
fT9:netnf thoſe that are moſt troubled with the overflowing 
"2; 205 7 of the gall themſelves,and who write ordinarily, as 


—— if their pennes were dipped and ſteeped in noother 


T3 «2: 755, but that bitrer liquor. 
brmreactl; mt- ; Secondly, 1 demand'of M. Walker, where I have 


{2 parents thus branded him. T roe itis,that [ do indeed direftly 
Pyrrhon. Fr... and exprefly charge him with g »mequal/ dealing; and 


29+ Alrx. Aphrod ' - : s OY 
hogs h want of candor in his carriage toward M, Wotton. 


4ncw 1,97, And this he returnes never a word unto, nor will be 
co-ne't, 1.6. abieever to waſh-oft. With thoſe other defaults here 
. eat. mentioned I doe not my ſelfe charge him, I aftirm' 
er-lar.Pciſcr. © i)y that ſuck carriage asI there deſcribe, ; bath beez 


ron generally held a bieach of piety and charity, and may 
Rela p. , '., well be dermed to argue noſmall defe@ of huniunity, not 
to adde of cemmon honefly. ' And whatl therein ſay,nv* 


man 


(9) 

man,T ſuppoſe, will deny ; not M. Fatker himſelfe, 
But whether M. Waker in his late dealing with Md. 
Wotton have ſocarried himſelte, as to contratt ſuch 


guilt,orno, I pronounce not3.* I ſay nothing , but * Relat: p-g+ 


leave it to be deemed and determined by others, 
upon that which afterward is related , under the 
hands,cither of M Watker himſclfe,or of thoſe whom 
he himſclfe choſe, and by his own choiſe of them 
made competent Judges in his cauſ=. 

The Propoſition therefore:there. alone smine 3 
which M. #alker himſelfe doth not , norl aſſure my 
ſelfe,will deny. 

The Aſſumption is, either his own or theirs, Yea 
in <ffeCt all his own, becauſe the verdictof thoſe, 
whom he referred himſelfe unto. » © | 

And the concluſion conſequently(which # follow- 
eth ever the weaker fide)as it touchethM.##/akker,not 
mine,þut theirs; yea,in very truth, his own. 

That he charged M. Wottox with bereffe and bliſ- 
phemey, he denieth not : that he referred him(clfefor 


the truth of his charge to the hearing of eight grave [equine 


Minifters,his own Letter * relateth : that he failed in 
his proofes, * they teſtifie under their own hands, 
whom he referred himſelfe unto+ chat notwithſtan» 
ding that faile,he hath now {0 long afterthat, ſince 
MF ottons deceaſe, in printrenued that his charge, 
his booke evidently ſheweth. | 

The imputation therefore of ſuch guilc,if all that 
hath been related do not provve M-Walker faulty in: 
ſuch cariage, he remaineth free enough ſtill from, 
for ought thatI ſay. If it doevince him ſo to have 
caried himſelfe; itisnot I, buthis owncariage, and 
the verdiQ of his own Judges , that faſtmeth the nz» 
putation upan him. B For 


3 Pag. 5. 


k Pag.s. 


(10). 

For, what he here addeth of 5 my wiſreperty , he 
hathnot lntherto, nor ſhall ever be ablertoconvince 
me of miſrelation in ought. 

But come we to his enquiry. Where firſt he mo- 
veth doubt, & whether therefare I be ſo offended,berauſe 
be calleth the errour, that he chargeth M. Wotton ts have 


been the publiſher of, herefie. And. if that be the matter 


he celleth me , that howſorver I and my felow-ſubſcri- 
bers(that is the ſcornfull utle that now he giveth ns) 
4 not thinke fit ( tor ſormecauſcs,of which hereat- 
tr) to call any thing in bis Expoſition of hys ſpeeches by 
the name of hereſie and blaſphemy : yet ſome of them cited 
in the Parabel, are by his own confifaon manifeſtly here = 
ticall and blaſpheerous. And that he rather «fſexted to 
Beza,Pareus,erd Lubbertus,who rondewn ſome things 
in M.Wottons expoſitions for hereſte and blaſphenyy, 
then to me and wy fellows ( D. Bayly, M. Balmford, M. 
Randall, af. Stock, M. Downhum, M. Goupe, ad M, 


 Hickes)whowere pleafed to think otherwiſe. And be ho- 


peth that ther tim he giveth no vince, ejpeciully having 
Gods Wordfor his warrant. 
| Where firſt, I wonder how the matter apainſt 2M, 


Won cometh fo much tobe abated, that from fo 


marry pretend herr#icall and blaſphemons - errowrs, 


whereof ſeven horrible heads ac leaſt were repre- 


ſented in the Parallel, it ſhould be brooght down 
now to one ſingle errour, to one herefe. M. Walkers 
heart heve, it map be; cid maſpive him; ſaſpefting 
that ſome of them. might be generally by all votes 
acqyited of berefie nt leaſt, if nor of erowr, And he 
thought it therefore the wiſeſt and warieſt courle: 
to pitch upon mc enme;and yet not to tell 1s, whichs 


that owe beanvanc; was chat ſo-ke might be free to 


faſten. 


1N £ 
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(1) 

faſten where be fhould thinke. futeft, if either his 
proofesconcerning any of che other ſhould faile 3 or 
thoſe, whom be calleth.ia for Adyocates in bivown 
behalfe, and for witaeſles to give evidence againſt 
M. #/etton, as condemning his opinions for þeretical/ 
«»d blafphewows , ſhoald be found voting in ſome of 
them rather for him theo againſt him. 


- ? 2.Whereas he telleth us,that there are ſomethings in 


M,Wottons Expeſitions (ot which tearme here more 


. anon) which Beza,Parews #nd Lubbertus condemn as be- 


reticall and blaſphemowe ; neither yet doth he ſhew 4 
hat thoſe things are, nor where they ſo ſtile them. - 


a4 ea, if to avoyd the former exception , he ſhall ſay, 
Sthat the errour he meant and called herefie is this, 
Phat Faith, and not Chriſts righteouſneſſe is imputed for |Soctnianiſme 


” Sjghteowſneſſe in the AF of juſtification 3 becauſe he diſcovered, p. 
4» 


JANLOND 


Zaith that his new adverſary hath ſo ftated the queſtion; © 


with whom yet, or his ſtating the queſtion, I have 

'nothing here todo) he muſt be minded, that in the 

' propoſition ſo conceived there are two poſitions in- 

cluded ; both which he condemneth as ——_— 
c 


and blafphemous hereſies,and ina his Parallel poin- » pirill.prrox:) 
teth at either of them apart. r.& 3 Relatp 
I. That faith is inequted for righteouſneſſe. T1.14. 


2+ That Chriſt: righteowſneſſe is not ſo imputed. 

Now for the former, to wit, that F aith is imputed 
for righteouſneſſe 3, beſides the Apoſtle »$. Pal more 
then once averring it, (whom neither theſe men nor » nom.s.; c 
M. #alker, I hope will ſo charge) two of them are 9-22,23-24- 
expreſle and peremptory for it, For ſo Bezs, writing ; 29-43, 
on thoſe words of the Apoſtle, o Abrahams beleeved ro emed af dDe 
God,and it was imputed to him for righteouſneſſe.p Here, "aun ef, 
faith he, # entreated of that which was imputed to him reg AN 

F Ba by Rom.4+3, 
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(13) 
Remiſhon of func: alone. Nor doth *Labbertws here- 


in depart from him. And both therefore alſo here- *Moviſefiun | 
in cn ; that they ground our j»ſtification,not | non ym 


upon the Riehteonſneſt of Chriſt, ſo underſtood , as pro jufificare, 
hath been ſaid 5 be - the weris of, and ſatisfaFion _—_ - _—_ 
made by his ſufferings. T hat which,as for Perew,by 2 3. Seq: oftenti 
whole x Treatiſe written of purpoſe by bim about m# ju/ificario- 
that Argument, doth moſt evidentlyappeere; fo for _ — 
Lubbertus is alſo cl:ere enough, by divers y paſlages, tun remifio- 
even in thoſe works which were written by him pre- =p _ 
feſledly againſt the errors of Socinas.Yea ſofar dath 715 
Parews proceed herein, that he ſticketh not to avow x De juſitis 
that, £ Thoſe that aſcribe the merit of righteouſneſſe unto _ Fog 
Chriſts a@ive obedience or his native holineſſe,*do thereby £9. 11 com. 
derogate from the death of Chriſt,and do undoubtedly makg Lu Witgen. 
it vain,or ſuperfixous.Now I would gladly underſtand Fn i a 
from M.#/alker what he thinketh of Parew,and whes iiviniey bu- | 
ther he count not him a blaſphemons beretike,as well 144, Humana 


X nherens, 
as M.Wotton, As for me & my fellows .as in ſcorn now {tarp - 


he calleth them, (tho peradventure as good men as :ocant babitus- 
M. Walker himſelfe) I hold it no diſgrace to me , to ©3501: meri- 


be yoaked with ſuch and to have deemed rather as | 


theyythen as M.alker either then did, or now doth. Heb.7. 26. 


Mean while how little cauſe M.Walker hath tocrake Þ $Þ*r3%e 


ſo much of theſe Authors, by what hath been ſaid, x. 5. porn 
4tis( faftionem. 
v. 19. Lubb, conty. Socin. |. 3; c. 5. $41guine, froe .obediemia Chriſti j im, If 


file Ry GIN oe rs or 
| nmw—ey go its pro eis [atiafaciat: aterum, us nos banc (hriſti ſolutionem 


' 

4 Chriſte ſafta, abſolvit nord reatu, canftituit nos juftos, juſtificat my & c. lhid. c.1.p.445,449- 
? wer 5 mp Par in morte pro oof prefinis,eft vera ills Juſtiria, qud Parri ne «. 

Conciliemur.Ihid.c-4-þ 472+ 2 Qui obediemtiz aftive, aut ſanffisati native gneritum juftitie dſcri- 

bus oovtem ("briſti fine dubio inanem redgunt. Par-de juſtis.Cbriſti afrv. & yaſl. pojit.g. p-181+ 


« Anti Cbrifti jullificationem comra S criptural derogans, Ibid p 182... * 
| B 3 may 


(14) 
ray eafity be deemed, and muchlette to afffrm,whar 


* Lette-e9M. fg: confidently * etfemteere hedoth, that :& hath all 


Privy. i ge 


"Pg. 6,7+ 


learned Drvines agreeing with him in what he hotds: 
and that *the whole ſtream of learned O-thodox Divine; 
hold the ſame Dofirime with him comcerning juſtific ati» 


. .- by - Chriſts righteouſneſſe imputed to beleevers. Which 
In fu 


F Pag-3.4- 


4 Anſwer ts 
error 1Relat. 


p22, 


ch ſenſe and manner as he m+inraines 16, he can» 
not but know to be moſt untru- ; nn! fe he will ex- 
punge Parews, Fiſcator, and 1 xrow not how many 
more, generally ſoeſteem<d,ov: of the Liit of lear« 
ned and Orthofox Diviries. 


2. Yea but M, Wotton. 111: WW lher, is * proved 
4 bliſphemous b:rot1c4e by bio 1) ron yrom: T anfwer 
ina word, How M1» 7 tttl-th the denial of 


Chriſts righteouin'ſſ* 19pn'?-: 10 be hereiicall and bliſe 
phemows ; be plaineiy « xyr<flcih himfelfcin his ade- 
fence; whence M. Walker produceth it, To which 
therefore, and M. Bradſhawes Preface to his Engliſh 
Treatiſe of juſtification, I referre the Reader : yet 
ſo, that of the one, andont of the other, ſomewhat 
hereafter alſo ſhall be ſaid. 

4. How farre forth M. Walker hath Gods Word for 


his warrant, in condemning M. Wottor, not of errour 


6 Pag 5- 


(for that neither was,nor is the queſtion)but of heye- 


fie and blaſphemy (for that was the point in controver- 


fie, when time was)he hath not yet made to appeare, 
no more then hedid.For what here fondly and rid» 
culouſly in that kind he preſumeth,by the ſentence 
_ owne delegates, he was not then able to make 
ood. 
: What elſe is 6 here ferced in,concerning the cari- 
age of the buſineſle at that meeting, ſhall in its due 
place (by Gods affſtance) be diſculled, 
The 


(15) 
* Theother doubr he moveth concerning thecauſe 
of my apo ſo bitterly againſt him , and being 


ſobigh 
be calleth M, Wotton by the naw of Artbony Womon. 


y offended with him, 's , c Whether #t be, betawſe c 1bil. 


Andi#fthat be the caſe, he telleth me, that d thereis te © o ran bear: 


did bins a favour. For that wndler that obſcure thele., thi; 

perſon might bave been bid > ans not made known-to any 
Gs thoſe,who are acquainted with all the pſſages between 
him and M. Walker, But M. Gataker #s the #a#;that 
hath expoſed his perſon to much ſhane, and finined Sþs 
111e and memory with the br endl of hereſie,&*c. 

Sure he mutt be ſome,not merry,but very ſad per- 
{on , not grave and ſage onely, that canread this 


paſſage without laughing,or {miling at leaſt. 
Which to ſhew, let me entreat M. Faker to make 


M, Wottows caſe a while here his owne. M. Walker,as 


by his Parallell plainly appeares, edenieth Faith to « pela. Para, 
be acondition on mam part required unto the attaining of or 2, p 13. 


juſtifieation. Now fuppoſe that ſome oneof bs bun 
Toir it ſhould thereby take occation, in a Treatiſe of 
bts is publiſhed many yeeres after M. Walker deceade, 
to traduce him forthe ſame, by the name of George 
Walker, as the firſt publiſher in this Land of u moſt poſty» 
lt herefie 5 and thereby charge htinto have tnade © 


him{elfe f guilty of Paganiſme, Indziſme aud Mahune- | See Relats 


_ iſa. Would it not be ridiculous , fot the party P 5+ 


ſo dealt with him , 16 demand of one that _ 


DoF write in hisdefence;#7by heyfo.brobly feeds | 
with hiz,aud whether it be for thi cauſe or wo, becauſe be 
calleth- him George Walkerfe5-c.For were it not all cans 


as if ſome rude fellow, having caſt a (hovellof.duve 
or tWO.upona mah,as he putierh i the ftreer, thonld 


a:ke the party fo-miſfuſed;conteſing with bica about 


(16) 

it; whit he aileth tobe ſo offended with him 3 and 
. whether it be, becauſe he did not make him alegge, 
or give him, as we uſe toſay, the time ©f the Jay. He 
might as well have moved queſtion, whether I were 
not ſo offended,becauſe he ſtileth him barely 4utho= 
#5 Wotton, and not Mr. 4. Wottor: Or whether be- 
cauſe he calleth him Anthony and not Arntornie, as he 
uſually and rightly wrote his name, ſave that by the 
/Printers corre&Rion, or corruption rather, he found it 

.fo alfoin my relation, | 
But that that followeth,is yet more ridiculous,that 
berein he did M.Wotton a ſingular favour. For under that 
—_ title be had l1ens hid and unknown to any, but thoſe 
that had been acquainted with all that had piſſed be- 

tween M. Walker and him. 

Is the name of Antonie Wotton then ſo obſcure 
atitle? orarethere ſo many of note ſo named, that 
this our 4./ottor may lie hid in the heap,among the 
mul:itude of them, unleſle be be by | v ſpeciall 
notes and marks otherwiſe deciphered ? And yet 
any man, not utterly crackt-brained, would have 
eM.V utes Thought, that g Anthony 8 ofton, one that ſome 28.yeeres 
Socinianiſm egve wed in London, and there in Manuſcript 7 amphlets 
diſcovered 2nd and.Printed bookes diſperſed his opinions concerning ju- 
þ Ibis. Epifi. flification, and b by the fame and opinion,which men had 
p.2® - of bis greatlearning andnolſſe piety, drew many zealows 
a profeſſour: into the liking of his errors and afterward 
by b-nroaght «books De Reconciliatione, in Latine , Ofc: 
Any.man would thinke,bſay, unlefle he wanted his 
wars that thus mnch were ſufficient to diſcever, who 
man were, that M. Waker meant, though they 
that read him were not privy to all M. Fathers either 
revilings of him in publique, or baitipgs of him in 
| private 


_ (77) 
private. Suppoſe M. Walkers adverſary before aſfiig- 
ned him, had onely ſtiled him, George Walker, one that' 
ſo many yeeres agoe had in the City of London out of the 
Pulpit imveighed and declamed oft againſt M.W ottons 
writings and M. Bradſhaws works, as containing much 
heretical and bla\pemous neatter,&c.were it not enough. 
to I-«t men know who the man were that be meant 
(notwithſtanding I ſuppoſe there be and have been 
about the City more Walkers then Wottons) unletle 
they had been acquainted with all things;that either 
at the ſolemne meeting of Miniſters, or in private 0- 
therwiſe,had paſſed between him and M.#W otton. 
But that, which herein exceedeth all the reſt; 

is, that i M, Gataker by his relation of the buſineſſe that i Pag-«. 
paſſed between them , -and thereby blaſoning his Armer, 
hath expoſed him to ſhame, and ſtained his name with the 
brand of he: effe. 

I never knew thatT had any «kill in Heraldry be- 
forez nor have heard of ſtaring with brands till now-- 
Two new trades M.Walker hath here put upon me, 
both which I muſt needs profeſle my ſelf utterly 
unskiltull in. But to let theſe things paſle 3 whether 
of the two, [taine a mans name,and expoſe him toſhame, 
he that publikely chargeth him wich hereffe and blafs 
phemy ; or hethat publifheth his acquirall-from fuch 
horrid imputations, by the verdict, and under the 
hands of thoſe,whom the ſame party appellant him- 
ſelfe had made therein his Judges; 1am well con-- 
tent that any, not wholly in ®Oref.; his mood, whats, ,... ſuieſi 
ſoever elſe he be, determine. - hominis nou 9 

After this Preamble thus premiſed, M:VValker pro» ans juvetOreſtes 
ceeds to his Narration, | The former part whereof is; — — 
ſpent in ſuch ſtories, as M: Waker is pleaſed to er» - 

C. tertalge 


PEIED (18) 
tertain his Reader withall , of matters foregoing 
the Meeting of the Miniſters before mentioned, 

mP:g.5,6, concerning ®himſeife and his reading and preaching, 

» Pag.6. * M. Richardſon and his appagbation of M. Walker: cen+ 

*P2g6,7 fares palled upon M.Woettonr opinion; * M. Wotton: 

p Pag.8, dealing,and * the cariage of ſome of his followers. 

All which yetI ſuppoſe no man i bound to make 
any part of his Creed. Such of them eſpecially asare 
grounded uponother mens reports; as the frivolous 

2Pag.#,9, and ridiculous tale, that thi: Clarke, he ſaith, rold 
him, concerning ſome of M.Fotton; Diſciples and 
himſelfe; and may the rather be queſtioned, becauſe 
in the enſuing Diſcourſe are found fome very pal- 
pable untruths;and ſuch as were to be charged upon 
M. Walker himſclfe, were they not ſalved with a /o»ze 

'Pags., Jay: And what he reporteth r of M.7/Vottons jugling 

{Pagaz. repeated againe f in his Epiltle,and *elſcwhere,is by 

» Epilt vefors Mt. 7V/ortom ery confidently and peremptorily de- 

"py "7 nied, as ſhall hereafter be related. 

| As for that he relateth of M. Richardſons cenſure, 

2 Pag.6+ both # here,and”hereafter,be it true or nol ſay only 

*P23-25:26 thus muchto it : that if M.Richard/on ſhall condemne 
all thoſe for blaſphemous heretiks , who deny the inz- 
putation of Chrifts righteouſweſſe conſiſting in the per fel? 
obſervation of the Law Morall unto juſtification ; and 
hold juſtification to conſiſt wholly in remiſſzon of / pes : 

which I conceive to be M.//ottons principall error, 
and wherein I diſſent both from him and them) he 
ſhall rogether with M.ottox exclude from life eter- 
nall Olevian , Piſcator, Urſinws, Parews, Scultetus, Al- 
timgivs, Cameron , and many other Worthies, who 
were as famons and bright lights in the Church of 
God here,as ever M, Richardſon was, while he lived ; 
and 


(19) 
and (if the Prophet * Daziel may be believed )) doe * Pann, 3, 
now hine as Starres in the Kingdoine of heaven, and 
ſo ſhall doe for ever and ever whatſoever doom M. 
Richardſox, or M. Walker ſhall paſl* on them. For my 
part I deem this their cenſure not unlike that other 
conceit, that I remember to have heard M, I alker 
ſometime maintain, and is fathered likewiſe upon 
the ſame party, ( concerning whom, I forbeare to 
ſpeake my mind, leſt I undergoe the laſh of M.Wal- 
kers tongue) that, The fall of onr fi (t parents proceeded 
- uot from the mmtability of their will : and that all that 
. hold it to have thence proceeded, by ſo holding, wake 
God the Autonr of ſane. By which cenſure all the Di- 
vines in the World (tor ought I know, M.Yalker,and 
M. Richardſon, if he atleaſt ſo alſo held, only excep- 
ted) are condemned of extream impiety ; yea of y$ce Vindicar. 
Atheiſme, or worſe, (if y M.#a{kers manner of argu- £34 38. 
ing by deduction may go fur currant ) fince that * it >a 
is muchat one, to hold God ro be wicked, and to reruns eo 
hold him no God at all. ea2z3. | 
But this former part of M. Walkers Narration, be it Sa ego 
what it will, nothing at all concerneth me, who begin 54; 1»; 553 
my Relation at M. Walkers Letter, and the meeting that TOGTNG Popelm 
thereupon enſued. > 11 pn 
Our of his Letter, where with he beginneth the TVeg is ruin 
latter part of it, 1 * relate only A. Walkers charge and £14 /uperfir. 
his choBerge. Which that they are there found, a- 73, 07 $3 
mong w#uch other laviſh and menacing language ,. iN ay tax5Þex. Por- 
many words as Þ relate them'3 by M, Walkers owne pr - _—_ 
Tranſcript of it may evidently appeare. de 
With the main ſubſtance whereof, (being fuch «2-54. £1ji- 
as ſufficiently diſcovereth by what ſpiritit was endi- {70959 
ted) I ſhall not much meddle ; but ſhall only relate 5 Vindic.na 
C 2 what % 


(20) 
what find-written inthe margent of a copje of ie 
(teſtified ro be a true copy by the atteſtation of 21. 
Stephen Zgerton, and M William Genee thereunto an» 
nexcd) with M.IFottons own hand, 

agiinſt thoſe words, * If you bid not refuſed is 


Es. Fojn with me in aChriſtian Conference, 6. 
Tnever had any ſuch offer made me fiom you. 
{Pay 12. Againſt thoſe words, 4 You inſcorm ſent we to one 
Spencer.Cc. 


The party will be depoſed, tht this is altogether falſe, 
Againlt thoſe words, © This your doing when I coms 
_—_— plained to you of face to face, yon excuſed as done in $0ng- 
rance of mine intent and deſire. 
This is moſt falſe. | 
f Pag.13- Againſt thoſe words,* Did 1 not then fhew both pati- 
enceylove, and all good affeFion ? 
How true the report of this conference is , they that 
were by can witneſſe : and to them 1 r/ pans 4 
oy LIpon 5 that paflage, before®allo mentioned, and 
' yet before that at Jarge related and preſſcd, in his 
Epiſtle prefixed before his Socinianiſme diſcovered 
and confuted, concerning a place of Luther , that M. 
#otton {houldalledge, covering with bis fimge's lame 
| partof itin the ſame page, that made agazalt him, 
; . - againſtthoſe words, i If you deny this, God is my wit- 
"Lap Ty: neſſe, and mine own conſcience. 
Gods my witneſſe againſt you, that this is moſt falſely 
reported by you. Wo | 
| Againſt thoſe words,* They and you were ſo far from 
k Paget, amcndement , that you made me amend: with all railing - 
and reviling language. 


If you ſpeake of met is moſt untrue © for others Ican- 
uot anſwer. 41a 
Againſt 


(21) 
Againſt thoſe words, related as M, ottowe, con- 


ceraing the Biſhop of Loxdow, | 7 ou dare net contueit | Dog.! 5. 


your ſelfe to hier, becauſe he is a wicked Indge , and will 
reſpe f per/ons in judgement i wy friend: are too potent 
4711D bins . | 

TheLord let we find no mercy with him, if ever I ſaid 
fo. or thrught ſo of the Biſhop of London. 

Other notes I let paſſe, being lefſe materiall, or 
ccncerning other men rather then M.ioettor. him 
ſelfe. But for the further and fuller clearing of this 
laſt clauſe, ſhall ſubjoyne out of a letter of M.Eger- 
tons written to M.Wottor, dated May 23. 1614 under 
his own hand, the very words that M, Wotton uſed 


concerving the Biſhop. 


* 4mong (ome other paſſages, yeu had, this ſpeech in *M.fgermns | 
fe, that you thought that 329 Lord of London would 0M. 


not willingly do any thing, that might impeach M Wal- 
ker, becauſe (4s you bad heard) his brother of Cheſwick 
74 very gracious with my Lord, Thus much in effec? and 
not ajot more, did'l ſignifie to M,Walker oxely by niay 
of demand, &c. How ſoundly and charitably M, Walker 
coll:Fed hereupon, that you either ſaid or intimated, that 
you aur(t not commit your ſelfe to the Biſhop.of London, 
becauſe be is awicked: man:e&c Heeve it to otbert to de- 
termine. This I profeſſe,. that neither when I'received it 
from you, nor-when 1 to[d it to his eare, I did ſa mch as 
conceive or imagine, that yeu had any ſuch conceit of ny 
Lord of London. TN. $55 ef 6312 9) 1100 
Thus that reverend Djvine, now, with the Lond c 

by whoſe teſtimony may. appeare , - how profie:M. 
talker is to tenter out mens words, beyond all,' not: 
charitable onely, but even reaſonable, conſtniftions; : 
From his Letter, M- Vs: proceedtthtothe: Mee 
- 3 ting 


& Vindicep- 9- 


8 Pag.19, 


(22) 
ting or Conference therein required ; which he faith 
13 ® the ſnbje@ of mine inveFive ag:inſt him, 

Iu relating whereof yet | uſe no Izve@ive at all. I 
report onely what was done and exhibited on both 
parts: & what reſolved by the parties on either fide 
deputed to heare and decide. Neither of which M. 
W ther either doth or can deny. 

But M./altker mult give me leave, todeale here a 
little more freely with him; and to tell him in plai- 
ner tearme?, that many things delivered in this part 
of his Narretion,are cither utterly untrue, or ſuch as 
may juſtly be ſuſpeQted of untruth. 

1, He maketh his very entrance into it with a ma- 
nifeſt untruth, tho a matter of no great moment. He 
ſaith, that ® Upon the receit and reading of that bis Let- 
ter, M,Wotton ſent him a Letter of d:fiance,and therein 
profeſſed his ſcorn and di)daine of hic threatnings : but 
the next day be ſent hiw another, wherein he promiſed to 
yoold to hir-motion. Which, thonot much material], 
whether ſo or no, yet is not true. For M. Wotton (ent 
him but one Letter with « Poſtſcript of diverſe date 
added thereunto : which muſt needs therefore come 
to M\Welkers hands both at oncezand not the one this 
day, andthe other the next, as M/F alker here relates 
it. M.ot:on had indeed begun and gone on a good 
way in a large Anſwer to M. Walkers whole Letter; 
which is yet to be feen; and I conld well have been: 
content to afford it room Here, ſave that T tound it 
upfiniſhed , and withall was loath to make this diſ- 
courſe overlong.- But therein it ſeems he altered his 
mind,and fent him this ſhorter. Which,if bueto ſhew 
the- difference - of theſe two 'mens ſpirits, 1. have 
theught pood here to/infert, > 433 20/7 NGTY 
_ | 


To: 


(23) 
To Mr. Georze Walker, peace of conſcience, 
by true ze ale wich Sobriety and Charity. 


g IR, if you have any true d ſire of my good, eſpecially 
teſtified by prayer to God for me,the Lord requite your 
love, and uphold me in the continuance of the like duty for 
you now andever. But I muſt plainly profeſſe, that I can 
hardly be perſwaded of the truth of your prot :tation : be- 
cauſe I finde your preſent Letter:,being the fir(t that ever 1 
received from you, ſo full of bitterneſſe. Tet conld 1 have 
been contented to have made ſome Anſwer to theme, but 
that I ſee it would be to ſmall or no purpoſe. For a great 
part of your vehement accuſation concerns other wen, 
and nut me : who am not ( in any equity) to be char- 
ged with their faults, (if any have ſo faulted) 674 ix iepiia 
«HN Coeinv, The things, which touch my ſelfe, are all, either 
utterly nntrue, or miſreported by you. And to what pur- 
poſe were it, for me to deny, and you to affirm 3 and ſa as 
it were ont-uy one another credit ? Concerning the offer 
you make of putting tbe points i® queſtion., whether firſt 
you doe juſtly charge me with hereſie and blaſphemy 5 and 
whether ſecondly,my writings do not ſhew we to be 4 Soci- 
rniun} I could bappily beve yeelded therennto, without ex- 
cepting againſt any one whom you nan, if you had not (0 
violently ſought it,by frighting me (as you imagined)with 
complaining , to my L.of Canterbury his Grace and the 
Cormiſſion.of me, if I refuſed. Good M Walker do not 
think me ſo childiſh or feoliſh, that 1 cen be ſcared with 
ſuch terrours and menscings. 1am (o throughly reſalved 
of the truth T bold, differing immane quantum from 
Socinus blaſphemy , and ſo well perſwadedof my Lords 
ſonndneſſe in judgement, and theequal bearing Iſhall 
have in that Court,that I am not sfraid to put the _ 

there 


(24). | 
there to tridl].Wherefore uſe your diſeretion,citber in this, 
or in any other courſe, that ſhall beſt pleaſe you * I will al- 
waies be ready to maintaine the truth I kyow , and to ac- 
knowledge that, T yet know not, whenſoever it ſhall be diſ- 
covered to me by the Word of God. Towboſe gracious 
bleſſing I commend the pardoning and reforming of this 
and all other wrongs you have done me,and reſt; | 


Yours as it becomes a Chriſtian to be 
Towerhill, 


Poſtſcript. Since the writing of this Letter , Thave 
been perfwaded by 1he11. by whom I am willing tobe advi- 
ſed and ruled.to yeeld to your motion, which by this Poſt - 
ſeript 1 now ſrenifie unto you  Conditionally, that ll 
thinas, wherewith you charge me in your Letter m11y alſo 
be heard,and the Letter it ſelſe ſcanned, as they, th ut fhall 
be and are cheſtn, ſhall thinke meet. The manner of this 
tryalh with the time indpl*ce, muſt (in reaſon) be left 
ts their wiledomes and liking. Whom T will chooſe, you 
ſhal underſtand from me.upon ſignification that ou acce; t 
of this condition. The exped ation of your for mer Meſſen- 
ger, who ſaid hewenld call for an Anſwer hath made me 
to pat off the writing of thr; till nop. May 12. 


Thus have you M Wotton: Letter of defiance, a8 M.' 
Walker is pleaſed to ſte it, fo full of ſcorn and diſe 
dain; nothing ſutable indeed to M.Watkers Invetive, 
nor ſavouring; atall'of -his furious ſpirit. And you 
have withall inthe Poſtſcript the reaſon of the delay 
of M, Wottees anſwer, returned thereunto not with- 
out the Poſtſcript becauſe detained by him till then. 
That whickallo is' teſtified by M. Patkers own Let- 
$24 _- 
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ter written in anſwer hereunto; wherein he profeſ- 
ſeth himſclfe to have been at the firſt freht of Mw ot- 
tons Letter much troubled, as in ſome other reſpeCts,ſo 
inregard of the refuſall of his motion, and the defiance 
(as there alſo he tearms 1t) of his threatwings ; untill 
he found at laſt to his comfort , an acceptance of his mo- 
tion, upon the advice of his friends. 

2. That which next followeth, hath as little truth 
in it as the former, being a matter of more moment; 


to wit,that p M.Fotton, After that by Letter to M. Wal- pVindic.p.1g. 


ker he had promiſed to yeeldto his motion about a confe- 
rence, did by M, Maſon the Biſhops Chaplen uſe meanes to 
make it known to the Biſhop, in hope tha he would forbid 
the meeting, Whereas M\JYotton had not yet written 
to M. Walker,that he wou!d accept of that his offer, 
(deſirous rather of a publike hearing, thena private 


conference Yantill he had been with the Biſhop, whom 95See Relat. 
he importuned for an open and judiciary tryall; *** 


and being preſſed by him rather to condeſcend to 
the courſe by M.alker propounded, had thereupon 
conſented and yeelded thereunto; upon condition 
that the Biſbop would afſligne one of his Chaplens to 
bea party 1n the hearing 3 whoto ſatisfie M./ottons 
requeli therein, appointed M. Maſon then preſent, to 
A. Wotton otherwile a meere ſtranger, to undertake 
that imployment, After which therefore M.JWottoxn 
added the 7oſtſcript above recited, to his Letter, ly- 
ing yet by him,becauſe not yet called for by M.Jal- 
kere meſſenger, according to M.}ottons expeQation 
and his promile. 

z. It isnot true,that r M. Hicks and my ſelfe bare our 


ſelves at the meeting,towards M.Walker as an Adverſary, 


or as Advocates for M. Wotton; Unleſle torequire the 
D for- 
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forbearance of railing and reviling terms, and en- 
devouring to have the bufineſle fairely and calmly 
caried, without Invedives and Declamations, which 
M, ker, if let alone, would never have made an 
end of, may beare ſuch an interpretation, And yet 
M. Hicks (a man whom to my knowledye I never 
ſaw before or ſince, nor know I how M. Walker 
knows to be f of M. Wottons mind in all point: ) ſpake 
leaſt in the bulineſle of the moſt there prelent, being 
the yongeſt among us, anda man of very modeſt and 
moderate cariage. But ſomewhat muſt be faſtned 
on a man leaſtknown 3 becauſe of the better known 
it would nct be focalily beleeved. 

4 It is not true that # D. }eſtfield was the onely max 
there » with whom M. Walker bad then any great famili« 
arity. 'For M. Stock and he, as they were next neigh- 
bours in their charges, ſo were very familiar; tho 
for his kindneſſe he have been but ill rewarded by 
M. Walker in ſome * paſſages here enſuing. Forl 
leaveitto M. Walker to reconcile his owne relations; 
wherein he telleth us,here, that * he was but a ſtran- 
ger of two yeeres reſidence in the City at the time of vur 
meeting Anno 1014. and yet before in the very en= 
trance, that” the controverſie between M, Wotton and 
himſelfe vegan Anno 1611. He was belike very buſe 
in the City, before he had any reſidencein the City, 
But this 192-1” being in his owne alts, himſelfe, 1 
hope, will ſome way aflo!]l. 

5, Noris it true, that the parties dc ſigned, were 
4 all of them A. Wottons old familiar friends. What 
any of the reſt might be, t cannot certainly ſay; tho 
of few of them, I ſuppoſe, M. alker is able to make 
it good, But for my ſelfe,l was then but lately a 

mova 
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into acquaintance with him by occaſion of my re- 
morall trom Lincelns-Inne to Redericth. Belides that 
there had much ſtrangneſle grown before that tim* 
(as* between the beſt and holieft fometim- it falleth 55ce of Pai 
out) betweene M. Stock and M. Wotton, a thingtoo 1. 10% 
well known to, and much lacocnted by, many inter- ciryv/ns wy 
re{led in either. Ep 1" anis,s 4 

6. It is not true,that © 7 derided hin,when he gave'in £11 4 un - 
his charge of Socinian hereſis@&>blaſphemy againſt M Wot- Hicrms and 
ton. For I never ſodid, Thol confefle,I could not fur- 7's (fine in 
beare ſmiling at the reading of4; he /econd point in his cu, = 
Parallel condemned as a blaſphemews Socinian hereſfe, 7m & Ruffne, 
And I ſuppoſe that ſcarce any ſound and judicious |)” ** 
Divine will beable to read it ſine riſx aut ſtowacho. Lovnfins. 

7. Nor is it true, that * Dr. Bai/ycame in amongſt cOp% 
us, as by M. Walker deſigned to ſucceed in the roome , vt 
of D.##-fifield.For D.WWeſftfield was expeCted that very oe” 
day, that D.Baylie intruded himſclte 1ntoour com- 
pany tho very hkely indeed; not without M.}/alke: s 
privity and procurement , to diſturb our procee- 
dings. Yet not pretending toappeare in D.Weſtfields 
roome, however afterward he ſupplied it,to make up 
the number 3 but making bold forſooth to aſlociate fSee ra. 
himſelfe with us, f becauſe we met in his Church. ? *.v. 
The moſt of the reſt miſhiking , and muttering at it 
among themſelves, as deſirous rather of his roome 
then his company. And that, as for ſome other rea- 
ſons mot ſo fit to be here related ; fo the rather for 
that no ſooner almoſt he was ſet down among us, 
but he begar to quarrel with M./Yottox about his ap 
parrell, becauſe he went not ina Miaiſteriall habir. 

8. Whereas it is added, that #D. Weſtfield refnſed 2 Þ1z 14, 
efter onr firſt meeting , to meet any more, ( which yet. 

D 2 unto 
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4 5 

unto the reſt of us he never once intimated) becauſe 

he perceived a general inclination in us all + ry M, 

W otton, a: forelecing and fearmg what followed. As 

therein \ .#/alker taxeth not me alone,but the whole 
company of open partiality: ſoit may rather juſtly | 

be ſurmiſed, that D, Weſtfield being of a mild and 
moderate giſpoſition, forbare further to preſent ? 
himſelfe among us, being wearied out with M.1al- 3 
kers furious and intemperate cariage, ſufficient to 
have tired usall - and this I ſuppoſe they will the 
more incline to, that know the mans temper. F 
9. It is not true, that þ M. Walker did at firſt deſire of ® 
ws, that having in writing paralleld M. IWottons words | 
with Socinus his, we wonld give our hands to his paral= © 
- lel, andſn\ſcribe,that he had not charged M.IVotton with 
any opinions or words but his owne ;, or con/uted under 
the name of Socinianiſme any words of his , wherein he 
i Ser Relar.$.9. com urred wot with Socinus, For' neither was there 
at firſt any mention of a Parallel: nor came the mo- 
tion of it, whenit wasafterward mentioned, from 
M.IWalker; but was after ſome walt of time ſpent to 
no purpoſe in clamorous declamations and inve- 
ives,by my ſelfe propounded;that we might there- 
by the better diſcerne, how the caſe ſtood concer- 
ning the matters controverted, and bring the buſi- 
neſlc to ſome good iſſue : nor was any fuch ſxbſcrip- 
tionever on MiYalkers part required; who as he now 
ſcoffeth us by the name of $»b/cribers3 ſo could not 
after due hearing endure to heare of any ſubſcri- 
bing ; well wotting by the verdict of the whole com- 

pany, what the ſubſcription was like to be. 

10. He frameth*his narration,as if his Parallels had 
been read alone without M. ottons Anſwer : and 
that 
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that / pon the reading and examining of them , they ap- ' Pag-20. 
peared to ſome of them ſ9 cleere, and his cauſe ſo juſt, that 
the ſame day at dinner Dr. Baylie did proteſt , that M. 
Walker had diſcovered M. Wotton tobe as damned an 
hereticke as ever did tread on Engliſh ground : and after 
againe, that _ the ſaid Dedor Apen the firſt reading of m Pag-22, 
M. W ottons ſpeeches ſo paralleld, condemned M.Wotton 
for an hereticke,and his errors fyr blaſphemy. To wit,at 
a private table, as before he had related. Now 
whether D. Baylie ſpake thus or no, I will not call in 
queſtion 3 becauſe M. 3 alker ſaith he hath ſuthci:nt 
witneſles of it. But this I (ay - 

1.Thathis Parallel was not delivered in before or 
without M. i ottons Anſwer. For fo * it was agreed. 5c Relat, 
Nor were all the Parallels or points paralleld read *** 
over at once 5, but ſeverally related, confidered of, 
and examined, together with M. Wottons anſwer 
thereunto, and both withall debated, as they ſtood 
in order,and came to hand, ſome one day, and ſome 
an other. 

2. For the Doors ſpeech, (howloever his judge- 
ment,T ſuppoſe.ſo raſhly given eſpecially, will beare 
no great weight with thule that throughly knew the 9 29 Phocylis 
man and his manner) if it were ſuch as M. walker ——_—_—_ 
ſaith ; and were delivered, as he implieth, upon the 4i-lw Fmoons, 
very firſt hearing of M. 1 alkers charge onely read, #” 9% v0: 
before he had heard M. Wottons defence : it may ks "Enibectes 
ſeem, he was of that mind , that ® the Stoike ſome- oegre; 241% 
time was, who held it a ridiculous thing to heare ©©5* 74 54- 
any defendant or ſecond party - tho moſt wile men _ yg, 4 q 


haveever been? of a contrary judgement; requiring Wipes, oft” un 
amet . 
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1Ti &w the oneeare atleaſt to be reſerved for the defen- 
er xo dartz and condemning thoſe of r unjuſt and une- 

Rb cCnnrar quall dealing.albeit the ſentence they palie be agree- 
Plur, Alex. ablz to right,that condemne a man unheard. 1 
md ph n__—_ Bur,if the DoQtor then ſaid, a8 MY ler ſaith he 
So didz and yetafterward d14 under his hand acquit 
Mir'/.3.0.53- M.VVotton of be: eſte and bliſphemy, as it is acknow- 
— lJedged that he did; one of the two mult cf neceſſity 
$11uds4 aherd; follow, either that he altred his judgement therein 
e# qu ic upon the hearing of M.ot1ons defence,conſidering 
naps poo better of the buſineſle then before he had done: or 
4.1.2, that he gave ſentence and ſubſcribed dire&ly cons 
O &*%37*- trary to his owne judgement, and ſofin acquitting 
> co M. 7 Yotton condemned himiclte. Of either whereof 
xzAts,Av:3fs9 Jet MV Valker chooſe which he pleaie, and make the 
——— beſt uſe cf it for his owne advantage. 
an" 11. Howbeit to afford the Doctor a plaiſter, 
{Iudex demn#- yyherewith to ſalve his credit, herein ſomewhat im- 
me, peached, M.YValker bringeth inthe party, at whoſe 
$3716. houſe they dined, demanding), # hy they did not 
t Page2%% 8 then without more adoe juſtifie M. VValker, and cenſure 
HM. VVotton. M. VYalker might much better himlclte 
rather have asket the DoCter, why he ſaid not ſo 
much openly at the meceting;or how it came to paſle 
that he did not there utter any one ſyllable or title 
tending thereuntoz whenas at the table now(where- 
by any man may deem of the Dottors diſcretion, if 
all that M. Y7alker tels of him be true) he ſo freely 
and fully paſled and publiſhed his cenſure. Now to 
this queſtion of his hoaſts M. /yalker ſhapeth this 
anſwer, (1n whoſe perſon uncertaine; for M. V/alker 
15 nothing cleere in theſe bis dramaticall diſcourſes) 


« Ibid- ® They pretended, that they deſired to convert not to con- 
found 
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found M. VVottons that they perceived him to be afraid of 
a ftorms like to fall on him : and that if I would yeeld to 
let him expound himſelfe, he would by 6 wreſted expoſition 
ecinſay and contradi@ his former words and opmiont, 
and run f, om them : which being gotten from him nnder 
his own hand , they would either held hin to it,or ſhame 
him for ever,ifhe did fall back again. 

Such a paſlage,as | knuw not, nor any manelle,] 
thipke,what to make of. 

For firſt, who be the They , that he ſpeaketh of ? 
wasitthe DoCtor alone, that told all this faire tale, 
and pretended all this? how cometh he then to ſay, 
They £ Orif M:Downham be included, who is related 
to have dined at the ſame time with them; how 
doth M. Walker, in his enſuing Diſcourſe make him 


* 2 mute Actor in this Scene, one that ? by ſilence Only « Keyis evie- 
aſſented to,what the DoCtor then ſaid? Again, where, *=». 3u4 


think we, meancth be, that all this was pretended# 
was it pretended at the Table? or was itrelated only 
there ; but pretended before at the meeting among 
our ſelves? But I ſhall leave it to any man of ordi- 
nary underſtanding to conceive, how likely it is, 
either that V.IPottons friends (for ſuchM.ialker faith 
they were all) fhould thus conſpire to enſnare hims 
or that ſuch a conſultation ſhou!d be had among us 
in the preſence of M. otton himſclte. For we did 
nothing at our meetings but in the preſence of M. 
Wottowand M.Y/Valker > who were neither of them 
everexcluded, or xequired to withdraw themſelves 
upon any occaiion , during the whole hearing, 
But M. Walker it may well ſcem , was ſomewhat di- 
ſtrated inmind, when he writ thisz ſtudying how 
to bring in handſomely what himſclfe had 1avented, 

and 
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and uncertaine whom to father and faſten it upon. 
For marke, I pray you , what immediately follows. 

12. 4 This courſe, ſaith he,being M.G takers device, 
T refuſed to yeeld unto © becauſe I had never oppoſed M. 
Worton, but onely in his opinions formerly publiſhed, and 
and not in future Expoſitions: and becauſe I had fully 
proved my charge, I deſired their verdif and juſt judge- 
ment. But after much importunity Tyeelded; _ 0 loſt 
my canſe, and was drawn into a new buſineſſe 3 that was.to 
contend with M. Wotton,zot about his former opinions, 
but about new expoſitions,which he would make in anſwer 
18 my Parallel. 

In which words are couched many groſle fal(- 
hoods: nor wasthe former paſlage ſo intricate, but 
this is much more untrue. 

1. Heaftirmed before, that They pretended this and 
that 3 and thereupon plotted to get I know not what 
under M. IFottons hand. Now he tell*th his Reader, 
that This conrſe was M. Gattakers device. > Where ar 
length ſhall we have him? 

2, True itis indeed, I was the firſt mover, that 
M. Walker might be requeſted tomake ſuch a para» 
lel, as cin my relation I acknowledge. But that 1 
ever had any ſuch pretence,as M./alker here talketh 
of, or ever made any motion for ought under M. 
Wottons hand,is moſt untrue. M.VYotton onely him- 
ſelf moved; (as 14 elſwhere relate) that he might 
have the Parallels ſent him from M. Falker a day or 
two before the next hearing, that he might ſubjoyn 
his anſwer and defence thereanto. | 

2, That M, Walker refuſed to yeeld thereuntozand was 
by meere importunity drawn to admit it is likewiſe moſt 
falſe.For it was preſently deemed moſt equall _ 

1des 
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ſides:nor did M.Jalker in the leaſt manner make any 
ſhew of diſhke. 

4. It isa like true, that upon the giving in of his 
parallel, be required onr verdidt ; that courſe being not 
as yet condeſcended unto, which he nnd my 
device. When as the courſe mentioned, and by M. 
VVotton himſelfe motioned, was agreed upon before 
his parallel was compoſed , and much more then, 
belive it was exhibited, 80 that by M.1.tkers relati- 
on a verdiCt ſhould have been paſt by his Judges, 
while the parallel, containing the evidence, was as 
yet,if as yetatleaſt,in the ACtors brain only. 

But tot-ke the bufineſle,and diſculle it a while,as 
M. Walker here relatcth it. 

Firſt, I referre it to any indifferent mans judge- 
ment ta determine, whether it were agreeable to 
equity,for M Walker to require a verdid of his Indges, 
(as he termeth them)or for them to give it in his be- 
halfe, againſt MWottow , upon a bare light of ſome 
poſitions found as well in M. Wotton, as in Socinus, 
(ſuppoſing it ſotobe)) before M. Wotton: defence 
were either exhibited or heard, And here let mc 
crave leave to ſhew the unreaſonableneſſe of ſuch a 
requeſt, and it be but by one inſtance. M Falker in 
his Paralle] chargeth this Poſition upon M.Yotton, 
as a point of Socinianiſm, an heretical and blaſphemous 


aſſertion, thai * Faith is a condition appointed by God to *Prallel. Error. 


be performed on our parts for obtaining of juſtification. 
Now, it beivg granted, that the very ſame words 
were by M.Walker exhibited, (which yet preciſely 
they are not) as well out of Sorinws his works, as out 
of M.7Vottens writings : had it not been, thinke we, 
a very diſcreet part of them _—_ the buſinefle was 

| com- 
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the ame condemnation, I ſhould crave to be infor- | 
med, what he deemeth of M.Pcarble,' ſome of whoſe iM#ikPerbir | 
works he hath deigned to honour with a Dedicatory LC Or, 


Epiſtle 3 wherein he commendeth him, as* arighte- that eſpecially 

ow and faithſull ſervant of Chriſt , excelling in grace _ -_ 

ard vertue, abounding in all wiſdome , and in all know- £piQ. «© > 

ledge lively ſenſe and utterance of heavenly and ſupernatu- Chitin 

rall myſteries , far above all that could be expeFed from, 

or is ordinarily fonnd in one of his age and yeers. ' Nor j1;;4 

doubteth therefore , nor is afraid to ſay of hims, that he 

is aſcended wp into that ſuperceleftiall glory , toward: 

mhich he had ever bent all hir ſtudies and defirecr. This 

M.Pemrble then , whom M. Walker thus extolleth,and 

not altogether undeſervedly,in another of his works 

hath theſe words : ® There are two covenants that God ——_— , 

hath made with max : by one of which ſalvation is to be or,0f :uſtific 

obtained. The one is the Covenant of works, th tenor tion by Faith, 

whereof is , Doe this, and thou ſhalt live. The other is the 2 _ 

Covenant of Grace , the tenor whereof is, Beleeve in the 

Lord Ieſws, and thou ſhalt be ſaved, The condition of this 

Covenant, * ( required in them that ſhall be juſtified) is 1Tbid, y.z2; 

faith. The performance whereof differs from the perfor- 

mance of the condition of that other Covenant. Doe this 

and live, is a compad of pure juſtice 3 wherein wages Is 

given by debt ; ſo that be that doth the work obeying the 

Law, mayin ſtri& juſtice for the work ſake claim the 

wages, eternal life,upon juſt deſert. Beleeve thir and live, 

is a compad of freeſt and pureſt mercy; wherein jbe ye- 

ward of eternall life is given #s in favonr for that , which 

bearers not the leaſt proportion of worth withit : ſo that 

be that p:rfor ms the condition , cannot yet demand the 

Wages, a5 ane nnto him in ſeverity of infbice but onely by 

the grace of « free promiſe, the fulfilling of which 
E 2 
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+1bid. p24. humbly ſue for. And againe, * Altho the aff of juſtifica- 
tion of a ſinner be properly the onely work of God, for the 
onely merit of Chriſt : yet is it rightly _ wato faith, 
and it alone ; for 4s much as faith is that main condition 
of the New Covenant ; which, as we mmſt performe, if we 
will be juſtified; ſo by the performance whereof we are 
ſaid to abtaine juſtification and life. Thus M.remble: in 
which paſlages (tho I will not juſtifie all therein 
contained) he fully and cleerely expreficth M. 1 etr- 
» The Refor- os Meaning not as his owne judgment only, but Ps 
med Churchcs the doFrine of the Reformed Churches by ther ſo explai- 
wn: a ned. Now I demand of M. Walker, whether for this 
Wbid.p,3 ;, dJamnable and deteſtable polition,we ſhall doe well, 
without further ſearch or triall , (the rather fince 
that the ſame, he ſaith, is found in Secizw) to cun- 
demne M.Pemble of hereſie , and require, if not his 
bones to be digged up againe and committed to the 
fire, yet his books at leaſt containing ſuch blaſphe- 
mous ſtuffe, to be burnt. Which if he ſhall deem fie; 
ſure Pzyls Epiſtles,unlefſe Parews be much miſtaken; 
muſt goe the ſame way. Or if he ſhall be of another 
mind concerning theſe bleſſed men, whether it be 
not extreame partiality, to Jet that goe for ſound 
dodrine in M. Fox, Perkins, P arexs and Pemble,that in 
M. Wottons writings without furtheradoe , upon M, 
Walkers bare relating of it, muſt be condemned. for 
blaſphemous hereſle. | 
> Secondly, I'deſire to-have it conſidered, whether 
 iteweredquall to cenſure a man for an hererike, upon 
dare actics) or- ſayings extracted out of his wri- 
tings, without any regard had to, or notice taken of, 
 hisown __ tion; of them ; or his Reaſons alledged 
/ to prove hisdiffent in them from the errore of thels 
ar. NG wonom 
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whom he is charged to concurre withz confirmed by 
collation of place with place in his writings, and by 
conſideration of the maine ſcope and drift of the 
difpute, courſe and tenor of the diſcourſe , and the 
different ſenſe and meaning of the words and terms 
uſed by either. For example, M, Jalker in his pa- 
rallel alledgeth a ſaying of Servet#s, (and that is all 
that he hath out of him throughout his whole Pa- 
ralle]) that 4 For one ad of Faith was Abraham righte- ;p,..1l.ncror. 
owe. Andpreſuming that M. Wotton ſaith the very 4: 
ſame, (though he alledge not any one place at all 
out of M. Fotton, where theſe words are found ) 
from hence concludeth, that M, Wotton arid Servetys 

do in the doGrine of juſtification hold one and the ſame 
opinion in all pointj» Now ſuppoſe wee that the 
very ſelfeſame words were found in M. ottons wri- 
rings : andagaine, that that ſaying in Servet#s were 
condemned , yea and that juſtly, for hereticall: yet - 
were it. therefore agreeable taequity, without furs | 
ther diſquiljtion, t6 paſſe ſentence thereupon, that 
M.Wotton © Servotus do in all things hold the ſame opi- 
#ijon in the point of juitification? yea or, that in thoſe 
very words they ipeakethe ſame thing ? when itmay 
eafily-be made evidently to appeare , that Servetws 
ſpeaketh of juſtification in one ſenſe, and M, Wotton 
intreateth of ju/t:fication in another ſenſe - and that 
neither the Faith,nor the Righteouſmeſſe,nor the man» 
ner of irmputation of Righteonſnef-,that they ſpeak of 

in their writings are the ſame: That which any may 
ſoon fee, that ſhall read r the ſumme of Servetws his rRelat.Poſtſcr, 
diſcourſe, related out of Calviz in my poſtſcript, P46 
Surely by the ſame reaſon might M.# wker prove S. 
Pewland Servetws to be x" them in all things of | 
ef 3 * one 
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| one mind concerning the dodriae of juſtification 3 
ſRear, paſiſcr. becauſe / Servetus faith, that Abrahams beleeving was 
Oy” imputed unto him for righteouſnes : and S. Paul exprel- 
tRom.43-9. ly in ſo many # words faith the ſame. Or that Muſ- 
ered yer? culi'agreeth with Servetws in all things for the mat- 
rcy credidir eſt ter uf juſtification 3 becauſe he ſaith in neerer terms 
ray mea to Servetws, then any M. Walker alledgeth out of M. 
mans. ar , Wotton 3 that ” Abrahams for that faith of his was of God 
0h can tidem reputed juſt. Yea take away all benefit of Expoſetion, 
jyj«:ef+7? and who almoſt may not be condemned of hereſie 
"1 Gen. 16, and blaſphemy ? For example: He that ſhall men=- 
"Pp tion Gods * hands and? feet; as concurring with the 
_ 3.3.5. Audians,* who held that God had the ſhape, limbs, 
7 Ep; _ and lineaments of a man : he that ſhall aftirme, with ' 
her. 79.5.2. the Evangeliſt, or with Chriſt himſelfe rather , that 
" =” here 3 the Father is greater then hezas conſenting to the A- 
a John 14-28- rians 35 * who maintained an inequality atnong the 
> Perſons in the Trinity. And here I ſhall crave of | 
| M.i/alker and my Reader totell a ſtory or two : it is 
the humour of old men ( ſuch as M./a/ker and my 
ſelfe)to be now and then telling of tales. I remem- 
ber, that, while I aboad at Lixcolns-Inne, the night 
before Legate the Arian appeared in the Biſhops 
Confiſtory at Paxls, ( of whoſe being in trouble 
then knew nothing) there came to my chamber 
there, at a very unſeaſonable houre, a Gentleman- 
like man; who having knockt at the doore, ask'd to 
ſpeake wichme, andentrance afforded him, reache 
me a little ſcrole, wherein were theſe words written, 
| Whether was the Godbead of Chriſt begotten of the God- 
headof the Father fromall eternity*and withall defired 
me to give mine opinion , whether that were not an 
error ? I required toknow firſt what the meaniog + 
tne 
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the party was,that held or affirmed it, He anſwered 

me, According to that in the Creed,* Ged of God.light of po —_— 
light, I told him,that theſe were not the words there {uy cla 
uſed - and that t» ſpeake properly , the Godhtad was not the Nicene 
ſaid,either to beget, or tobe begotten. If the parties mea- © 
ning were, that Chriſt being God was begotten of the Fa- 

ther, who is likewiſe God from all eternity ;the ſenſe were 
ſound, but the ſpeech improper. Then belike, as it is there 
written, quoth he, it is an error. As the words ſound, 
replied I, zt is : yet it may be not.in his ſenſe that ſpake it. 
Herequeſted me to give him that under my hand. [ 
craved hisname, Hetold me, I muſt excuſe him for 

that. I told him,he ſhould likewiſe excuſe me for 

this. And ſo we parted, But the next day, hearing 
Legate 1n the Conſiſtory, as I paſt thorow Pouls,I began 
toſurmiſe, that this party might be ſome friend of 

his; and that ſome Divine or other , in conference 

with him having let ſome ſuch ſpeech ſlip from 

him, this party his friend might beate about to get 
under ſome ether Divines hands the cenſure of it as 
anerror, Whencel then gathered, that a man had 

need to be wary, how he condemne a man of error, 

of hereſte much more,upon a bare relaticn of words, 
before he underſtand what his meaning is. Againe,I 
remember, that a buſie Szparatiſt being committed 

to Newgate, and there arrogantly challenging to 
diſpute with all commers, and fcornfully playing 
uponand gibing at ſuch as dealt with him M Brad- 

ſhaw ( whom we ſhall find M. I/akker anon grinning 

at) was by ſome friends brought to him; who per» 
ceiving the mans ſpirit, and having had ſome dit- 
courſe with him, the iſſue whereof he cauſed tobe 

ſer down in writing under both their hands, that he | 
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might not ta]ke of this and that, after they were par- 
ted ; M. Bradſhaw alitile to reprefle his infolency,told 
him, that for all his prating ſo much of the C-nſtitu- 
tion of a Church,(the common ſubjett of ſuch mens 
diſputes) yet his «kill peradvcnture might be but 
mean iv the maine principles of religion, And being 
by him provoked to make triall, it he pleaſed; he 
demanded of him, whether Chriſts Deity aſſumed the 
Perſon of man or no. To which queſtion the bold 
bayard without ſtop or (tay returning an affirmative 
anſwer. that itdid, M. Bradſhaw told him , it was 
groſſe herefie. And fo left him. And indeed, if the 
words alone be regarded, ſoitis 3 even the hereſie 
of Neſtorias, * who maintained two-per ſors in Chriſt, 
not two natures in one perſen, And yet neither doe, 
nor <1d M, Bradſhaw hold the filly fellow to be an 
heretiks; no more then © thoſe that beare the name 
of Neſtorians in the Eaſtern parts,are deemed fo to 
be atthisday, And indeed take mens words apait 
from their 1:caning, and how many ſhall be ranked, 
though in judgement never ſo ſound and orthodox, 
among heretiks, as concurring with ſuch, becauſe 


ſw eſ?,cuinbil the ſame words and ſentences are found in cither 2 


eſt quod in en 


buns49 genre 
non d:jn. Satvi 
an, ad Eccl.Ca- 
thol.l.4. 

g Non «get mi- 
(crid, [cd eget 
m;ericor.fud 3 


m1 ego LEitatc 


pro le, fed egcr 
prere pro 11s. 
lvid. 


h Sext Deeritdl, 


a. verb. ſing fo 
£48, 


To cleere this a little, conſider we an inſtance or 
two, Salvian Biſhop of Marſeiles, a - very pious 
and Jearned ancient Wiiter, ſaith, tFat f Gar 
Saviour Chriſt is the greatſt begger in the World, Mea- 
ning 1t of the poverty, which he ſuſtaineth 8 xot in 
him{clfe, but in his , in the ſeverall members of his 
body myfticall, or ſpirituall rather, here upon earth, 
ſhall he be h*1d therefore to concurre in opinion 
with Pope Nicolas 3, and thoſe other þ who main«+ 
tained, that our Saviour Chriſt wasa very beggar in- 

: deed 
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deed, and lived here in the very lowe/# degree of beg+ i Exir. 4: ve. 
gary that can be ; which Pope Hb 22, 5 condemne=rh Edd oniie 
tor an herelie? Againe Luther, in hi: Commentary 7.5, 4 
upon the Epiſtle tothe Galatians, ſaith, that * Chriſt & (/krytus fun, 
was the greateſt ſinner in the World, meaniog it, in re- "* = uong 
gardof /the linnes of all the faithfull, which hetook Lu/.,, 57 , 
upon himlſelte, and were reckoned as his. And we 3: 459. 9:9 


Aus yrujor 18 


read of one Aujten of Rome, Archbiſhop of Nazareth, — 


Tila peceury ; 


did. Underſtanding what he ſpike, * otth= body of [0 Fe, 
the faithfull, who being ® in Chriſt, and P oxewith 11: ullid p.g58, 


either with the old * Cathzri, or with thelate Fami- ftp nd 
Xa: , 


liſts, who dreaming of an abſolute perfeCtion in this /c;: mcmbris, 


In regard hereof, 2 man may preciſely relate an : kn.s... 
. XN 16.7, 
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other mans words3 and yet be a {landerer,a falſe ac- 
cuſer, a falſe witnes, For example;thatI may refreſh 
my Reader a little with ſome matter of more ab- 
ſtruſe learning,(yet other mens,not mine own; leſt M. 

"Qc:242y. Walkers tongue again laſh me)and « ſeaſon therewith 
x6 gk» ſomewhat this not very ſavoury diſcourſe. Suppoſe 
A 6. We, that thoſe perſons , * that were depoſed againſt 
<9 3x Pl. our Saviour , had given n his preciſe words, as he 
one Plur.Syn- himſelf {pake them, without addition,detraction or 
Pl _——_— alteration of ought, Diſſolve this Temple , and within 
UG Gre three daies, 1 will reeaifie it 3 underſtanding and afhr- 
$taſþ.e Ma-17. ing it (as it ſeems they did, and as * the Jewes that 
G& ad In ,coraft- . "IF 
PMath.16.61, Beard IM tooke it) to have been ſpoken not as he 
Make 14 53- meant and intended 1t(pointing in likelihcod, wt.en 
<Jobn 2-19 he ſpake, to it )* of the Temple of his body, * where- 
fJohn 2.31. in his Delty 4velt; but of the Temple of Lune and 
g John 1.14+ Ston2, built by Herod , of which they ſpake whea 
bJokn ? o, they ſaid, þ Forty and ſix yeeres hath this T emple beer 
; Vidcantur building » asthe words may well be tranſ]ated : and 
toſ. Sca"ig? # i ſg Jong by jult computation it is by ſome deemed, 
Enernd.At. Tp. - . on fi , 
[.6, 9.534.535. that it had then been in building, and © was not yet 
Phil Lawberg: fully finiſhed : and of which 1 ſome underſtand, not 
— without ſome good ground of probability , thoſe 
diar. Emend. words of the Prophet , * Silver is mine, and Gold is 
ne gn | mine, Of, of Silver and Gold I have ſtore enough 5 The 
9% were glory of this latter houſe ſhall be greater tha the glory of 
973 Iago 76- the former. And indeed 1t may ſeeme by »the rela» 
| — - tion of thoſe that ſaw it , that the ® ſecond houſe , as 
| Gran. Lat. ad the Jewes tearme it, ( which tho demoliſhed by He- 

Alhinum abitu- yg, yet {till bare that name , b cauſe tnere was no 
ates " ;nterruption 6r interm1iinon by occaſion thereof of 
ente excidium. LS 

<renery £ 4 0148.24 Fr. Ribera in Hatge 2.143752» m Hagg.2.8,9, 
Hrs, in Bughay CHI RL onight5.c04 & bell; 1.1. 72a6,9.Gr. Lad Side Kj 
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? the daily ſolemne ſacrifice) was by that * magnifi- 11121 


cent King built up againe in more ſtately manner, 227505 
then by | Fons it was built at firſt, Now honed 714 _ 
ſay, theſe men, that were ſuborned to accule our 

Saviour, had in their evidence to a ſyllable givenin 

his owne words, and had agreed in their teſtimony, 

asr they did not3had they beenever a whit the lefle r Mark: 14. 
falſe-witneſles therefore ? I trow, not, And here I 

cannot let paſle, as notorious, and yet as grofle and 

palpable a calumny as ever I read or heard of, of 

that Romiſh ſycophant,that wrote againſt that acute 


and nimbleheaded defender of The ſafe way to ſalva- 


tio by Proteſtants Religions a worke , which for the 
main ſubſtance of it, as it oppoſeth Popery, I looke 
not to ſee anſwered _ ſide in haſt, however 
they nibble at ſome paſlages here and there init,and 
ſnarle at the Author. He renders you the Authors 
words toan heire, not a word, not a ſyllable, not a 
letter, not a point, not a title, detracted,added, alte- 
red, or diſplaced. No man that reads the Jeſuite, ha- 
ving not M. Chillingſworth; booke by him,but would 
verily beleeve, he had uttered and meant, the thing 
ſpoken, of himſelfe, For thus they runne in his Re- 
lation, *This mvaw (to wit, M. G.C.) ſpeakes ſo irrelj- H.Cheiltia- 
giouſly ſometimes , that it may give juſt occaſion for men = { 
to enquire what he beleeves concerning the Divinity of p-66. 
our Saviour Chriſt ; as when he ſaith, t that the do@rine of * Preface nu, 
Tranſubſtantiation may bring a great many others,as well 
a himſelfe to Averroes his reſolution, Qaandoquidem 
Chriſtiani adorant quod comedunt, fit anima mea 
cum Philoſophis ; ſecing Chriſtians 8dore what 
eate , my ſoule bewith the Philoſophers: Which having 
recited, he begins to debate the matter with the 
F 2 Author, 
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: I HiIbid-p.65 Authour, as having faid thus of himſelfe. * 7s 1h;; 


x Ibid. n.67 . 


z G-C. P.etace 
:0 the Author 
of Charity 
maintained, 
num.3, 


matter of eating our $4avicu» ſuch a pill toyour.under- 
ſtanding, that rather then diſgeſt it, you will turne Turke 
or Infidel £ If you beleeved indeed that onr Saviour Chriſt 
is true'y God. you would not be ſcandalized, that Chriſtie 
ans adore tim who w ul1 and coul{be eaten, mo more 
then him who ſiood in need of eating, and whom the 
Tewes might have eaten,euen in a Capharnaiticall and ja- 
wage manner if it hal been his will to permit it: *Perhaps 
for theje reaſons, havine ([wvjedcd Faith torerſon, you wiſh 
with 4verroes aproſeſſed encxy of Chriſtians, My jonle be 
with the Philoſophers Whereas let any man but lightly 
caſt his eye upon the Authors owne diſcourſes and 
the knavery will at the very firſt ſtght, without fur- 
ther enquiry, evidently diſcover it ſc]fe. His words 
are theſe,” I ſhould deſire you 10 tell me ingennonſly, whe» 
ther it be x0t tos probable , tht your portentous dorine 
of Tranſubſtantiation , joynd with your forementioned 
perſwaſion of, No papiſts, no Chriſtians, b uh brought 
a great many others as well as him{elfe to Averroes his 
reſolution, Duandoquidem Chriſtiani adorant, quod co- 
medunt, ſit anima mea cnn Philo/ophis. You lce the 
Authours own words exactly retained, preciſcly re- 
ported 3 and yet that reſolution thence gathered, 
and therein fathered and faſtned upon the Author, 
then which he nothing leſle there either uttered or 
intended. Which the rather I recite here, partly to 
ſhew the deſperate ſhameleſnes of thoſe of that fa-- 
Ction , not regarding what lies and falſhoods they 
report as out of our Writers, tho the books repaired 
to may preſently convince them of grofle uatruth 3 
(of which their praCtife examples not a few might 
be produced) and partly to manifeſt how exactly 

for 
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for words men may cary themſelves in this kind, 
and yet not eſcape the juſt cenfure of falſ-witnes« 
bearers,and unjuſt ſJanderers of their brethren- | 
Laſtly,to come full home to our ſelveszas he may 
br @ falſe-witnes,who yet relateth a mans own words: 
ſo Iury and Indge may both be wnjuft, tho upon a 
mans own words, the one cait him , and the other 
condemn him 3 excluding his expoſition, and either 
perverting or miſtaking h1s meaning 3' witnes (to go 
no further, but content our ſelves therewith) thoſe 
*that caſt and condemned our poore Countreyman, 


a Citizen and Grocer of London, one of M. Walkers * ts. Speed in 
name, in King Edward the fourths time , as guilty of £24.45 3+ 


no lefle then high treaſon (tor which alfo he was ex- 
ecuted) for ſaying , he would make his child, if he plied 
his booke, heire to the Crown © thereby meaning no 0- 
ther then his own dwelling houſe at the ſigne of the 
Crown in Cheaplide , commonly known and called 
by thatname. Nor, I tuppoſe, could we juſtly have 
eſcaped that cenſure 3 fthou!ld we, as M, Walker here 
would have us, upon his bare reading of M.Wottons 
words to us, without all further examination of 
them, or hearing of hmm , have proceeded tocon» 
demn him of hereſte and bla/phemy; that is, no lefle, as 
I take it, then high Treaſon againſt the higheſt 
Majefty. 

But thus much may ſuffice, if not more then ſufh- 
cient,toevince the iniquityand inequality of M.}al- 
kers here pretended requeſt. Which yer he was not 
ſo unreaſonablethen as to motion or mention;much 
lefle to prefſe upon us, being then ſomewhat more 
reaſonably minded, then (it ſcemes) he now is : and 
which, had he preſſed upon us, as now he faith that 

F 2 he 
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he did, had been moſt unequall and unjuſt for us to 
have granted. 

13, As far from truth as the former, are thoſe 
things that in M. Walkers narration next follow : to 
wit, that * at az other day M. IVotton brought his Expo- 


fitions ; whereas in truth his An/wers which he cals his 


Expoſitions (the ſame word for word that by his 
ſonne have ſince been publiſhed) were delivered in 
at the ſame time together with M. #/alkers Parallels, 
as at firſt was appointed , that * he deſiring to argne 
with M Wotton face to face again(t them in ſtrict} Syllo= 
giſme, he re fuſed to an;wer him; and their Indger refuſed 
to heare him, or to ſuffer hizs to have a Copy of them , as 
M.Wotton had of his Parallels. All which is moſt untrue, 
For neither did M. YYotton ever refuſe to anſwer M. 
Walker, offering any orderly diſpute : ( which how 
well M. Walkeris acquainted with , thoſe that have 
had dealings with hjmin this kind, or have read his 
writings, may ſoon ſee) nor did their Indges (as he 
calleth them, but very partiall and unjuſt ones, it 
ſeems, allof them; and it is well.that herein we ſuf- 
fer all alike from him) refuſe to heare him alledging 
ought, whereby he might make his charge good, 
Nor was he by them ever denied a Copy of M./Yet- 
tons anſwer; which neither we had our ſelves, no 
more then his Parallel,nor was at any time by him de- 
manded of us, 

14, Yet what he addeth here, confeſle, is in part 
true; that when he ſaw hecould not have his owne 
will, nordeterre us from acknowledging under our 
hands,that we found neither hereſie,nor blaſphemy, 
in ought,that he hadevinced M.}/otton to hold; che 
went away 1na rages yet, not threatnine (as here he 

reporteth 
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reporteth) ts bring him and ws before higher Judge: 
(he camenot as yet to ſo high tearms with us 3 and is 
herein therefore not unlike ſome debariched per- 
ſons, who to encreaſe their owne ſhame, will*vaunt 
many times of more evill then ever they did)but not 
without intimation,that we did more then we could 
anſwer in taking upon us todetermin hereſie; (orto 
tell, belike, what we thought to be,ornot to be ſuch) 
having forgotten, it ſeems, his own motion at firſt, 
and what himſelfe had requeſted us to meet about? 
juſtasif a party appeaching his neighbour of wrong 
doing.and having preſſed him to referre the matter 
betweene them to Arbitrators joyntly agreed on3 
ſhould, when he perceived them encliningto acquit 
his neighbour of the pretended wrong, demand of 
them, whether they would take upon them to de- 
cide right and wrong: and yet why might not wedo 
as ot as Walker himſelfe had done? for how did 
not he take upon him to determine what was here- 
fie, when he charged M. Wotton with it? Nor again, 
. 1s ituntrue, that afterward he endeavoured to have 
us called in queſtion for our meeting, tho by himſelf 
procured. i1nſomuch that the Biſhop of London, in 
regard of his importunate exclaiming againſt us, 
did at firſt pretend to doubt of, vea in a mannerdeny 
his giving way toit; untill being minded of the*mo- 
tion made for one of his Chaplens to be a party in 
the buſineſſe, and his condeſcending thereunto,” he 
could not but agnize it, 

But that which followeth 3 and, if M. Walker in his 
Narration obſerve any due order, ſhould be done 
after his departure, and ſoin his abſence; to wit; 
that f Motto ſhould promiſe to make &- publiſh alarge 
Decla- 


d Fingum,que 
werd negarent, 


Dum credi,quod* 
non contigit eſſe, 
wolun, 


eRelar, p.6, 


TVizde, pole 
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Declaration, wherein he wonld free hinſelfe from all $0- 
cinian errors ; and in the mean [pace begged this favour, 
that rhey would jubſcribe 10 h1s expoſetions, that they 
found no hereſie or blaſphemy in them 3 and that pon thiz 
promiſe and entreaty they did ſubſcribe, as followeth,&5c. 
To which is alittle afteradded,that*MJ/ofton begged 
this beegerly ſubſcription, (which ſticketh ſhrewdly in 
his ſtomacke3 2s well it may) and that M.Gataker pro» 
curedit. All this, Ifay, hath little or no truth in it, 
Neither did M,#otton make any ſuch promiſe, Nor 
did he beg our cenſure to be given under our hands, 
as a favour;but required it,as a thing juſt and equall, 
Nor was it by me procured; unleſle giving my vote 
among the reſt for the grantof it, may be ſoconſtru- 
ed. Nor was it upon any ſuch promiſe condeſcen- 
dedurto, as is here pretended, And M.Walker cer- 
tainly had very long eares, if being abſent at the 
doing of it, he could heare what was then and there 
laid; ora quicker earethen the reſt of the company, 
if being prefent,he heard that;that fome, I am ſure, 
and the reſt, 1 verily beleeve,never heard, and yer 
might have heard as well as he, had it been ſpoker, 
Howbeit I mult here requeſt the reader tot:ke 
notice of one point of cunning conveyance, in the 
relation of the forme ſubſcribed, whether commit» 
ted by the Doctor , from whom he faith he had it, 
(tho he might have ſeen it, and had it from us, it he 
had pleaſed to ſtay our ſubſcribing) or by M walker 
himſelfe,l knownot; and I would be loath tocharge 
bim further then 1 have good ground: Hetelleth his 
Reacer, that þbM.JYottoz beggedof us to ſubſcribe to his 
Expoſitions, and the ſubſcripti nit lelte he thuslayeth 


_ down : Howſoever we whoſe names are underwritten, doe 


aiffer 


—_ = 
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differ from M.Wotton in ſome Point of the former De« 
Frine of juſtification conteined in theſe his Expoſitions 
get we hold not the difference to be ſo great and weighty, 

as they are to he juſtly condemned of hereſie and blaſphemy. 

And againe he ſubjoyneth, * The expoſitions thws ſub= & hid. 


ſeribed, Whereas it isteſtified / under the hands of 'Sce Rehu. 


two of his own Delegates, that in the ſabſcription *3* 
given under our hands, it was not Expoſitions but 7o= 

tions. Howſoever Poſitions come now to be turned 

into Expoſitions 3 by what or whoſe hand I wot nots 

and this latter be now preſſed, to give ſome ſory 

colour to® M,#alkers late deviſed ſhift before men» = Vindicep.ze. 
tioned, and there ſufficiently diſcuſſed, of dealing 

with M, Wottons Poſitions, and not his expoſitions. 

Which, albeit it wil litle avail M. Yakker, unles he 

can ſhew, that his Expoſitions are ſuch, as either his 

words wil not beare, or are not conſonant tothe 

ſcope and tenor of his diſcourſe ; yet what was then 
ſubſcribed, the ſubſcribers themſelves witnes, And 

as for the Copy,which ® he ſaith;he hath yet toſbew; uns "Pag32. 
les he can produce the originall, that their own 
hands are too3 I hope,this yet to be ſeen under the 
hands of ſome of them, and thoſe of M, Walkers own 
party,(the like whereunto alſo can be produced un» 

der the hands of ſome of the other ſide)wil with any 

man indifferently affected carry the more credit: 
eſpecially conſidering , that M. Welker would make 

men beleeve that they did very unwillingly , what 
therein they did 3 and were afterward aſhamed of o Damui wi 
whatthey had done : and had reaſ@n therefore to j** jw {dc 
mince it all that poſſibly they might. | _— 
* 15.Itis* the uſuall manner of Chnquents (for un* runtur julices. 


der that head may be — , as wel thoſe © vm /eſe 
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that unjuſtly appeal others, as thoſe that by others 
are juſtly appealed_) when they fail and are found 
faulty,to compl:in of their Tdger,2nd exclaim againſt 
them, for their iniquity and partiality in the cariage 

; of the bulineſle 3 by impairing their credit, ſeeking 
to ſalve up their own. T he very ſame courſe doth 
M.j/alker take throughout this whole, -pot much 
V indication of himſelf,as Crimination atthghe, hom 
himſclfe had referred his cauſe unto. | He vilifies 
3 Vindic.p.q+ them in tearms of ſcorn and reproach, ? M. Gatahker 
and his fellews,and his fellow ſubſcribers. He accuſeth. 
themct iniquity, partiality,unjuſt and ual car-, 
riage, againſt their own judgment, and conſequently. 
againſt their own conſcience. Or, if a man would. 
qGW.Leter {peak in'M.Watkers wonted language,as 1 wicked Ind- 
"y _ Vinde ger,that have reſpe of perſons ins judgement 5 yea,worle 
Toke 18.2, then r the unjuſt Judge in the Goſpel, that neither 
[Luke 18:5, feared God, nor regarded man : tor! he by the poore 
widows importunity was drawn to do her rights, 
$Pag.u1. Whereas ithey by M.Wottons importunity were indu- 
ced toCoM.W/ker wrong.and to acquit him of here- 
fie & blaſphemy, whom M walker had juſtly accuſed 
of either: and that againſt their own knowledge,yea 
their own acknowledgement, when they both knew 

and acknowledged him to be guilty of cjther. 
Howbet alittle to wipe off theſe foule aſperſions. 
uPag.4; again, he ſaith, * they did it, out of their great love to 
xPag.> M.Wottons perſon: and * the better part of them , not- 
withſtanding M.VVottows importunity,would never have 
yeelded therennto , but upon his promiſe of reformation. 
Concerning which I ſhallnot need to repeat whatk 
have formerly related. Tho what reforevation M.JV al- 
ker here ſpeaketh o&, Ido not well underſtand. For, 
Jails bs as 
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' as for thoſe points, wherein M, Pottos and they dif- 
fered, which they pronounce to be xeither heretical 
nor blaſphemows 3, neither did.they require M. Wottow 

'to renounce and revoke his opinion therein; nor did 
he promiſe ſo todoe. And what elſe it was,that he 
ſhould promiſe to reform, I knownot. This may 
wel therefore go among A, Walkers owne fanciesz 


and ſoletit paſſe. Onely, for what he ſaith of! their y pas, 4; 


reat love to M.WWotton; I will preſume, they did all 
Frere a Chriſtian afteQion, as well to M. Wotton as to 
M.Walker, and to M. Walker as well as to him. Nor is 
that any ſufficient ground to induce any man to be- 
leeve, that they ſhould therefore encline rather to 
the one then to the other. Howbeit M.ialker muſt 
be remembred,that Dr.3,glie at the very firſtſhewed 
little good will ro M.Wotton, by his quarelling with 
him about his habit, as before was ed. And 
much lefſe, by his raſh and overbaſty eenſure and 
ſentence paſſed (if M.3Falker may be beleeved)upon 
him yet unheard. As alſo that there had been a 
breach and interruption of frieridly correſpondence 
between M.ottos and M,Stock, as was before inti- 
mated ; which grew upon occaſion of ſome diffe- 
rence, that roſe firſt between them at a meeting of 
divers London Miniſters and ſome others about the 
beginning of King James his w_ »and as yet con» 
tinued; nor indeed was ever wel peeced up again : 
whereas between MJ atker and M.Stack, it was then 
otherwiſe.Nor have heard of apy great familiarity, 
that ever was between M. Wotton and M, 
Which then alſo the rather might be the leſle: for 
thatat the Conference above-mentioned, that occa» 
lioned the breach between M. Srock and M-Wotton, 
; G 2 MF ottow 
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Motton and M,Randsl were likewiſe divided, And 
little reaſon therefore there is to preſume,that theſe 
men out of great love to M, Wotton ſhould be fo par- 
tiall in hig cauſe : much leſle,that they ſhould there- 
foregivea ſcntence in favour of him,direly againſt 
their own judgments, and that either privately or 
publikly profeſſed to the contrary. 

16. But this is the ſalve for thoſe, whom M Walker 
would excuſe. As fcc the reſt, it is not to be mervel- 
led, if they were partiall in the buſines.For * M Balm 
ford was M,'Wottozs filenced brother. (a fit ſquib to fall 
from the pen of him, that ® erewhile complained ſo 
of his owne perſecution) *M Hicks was one of M. Wot- 
tons Diſciples 5 one that would jurare in verba magiſtri 3 
that is in plain Engliſh, 0ze that wow/d [weare whatſoe- 
ver M-Wotton his Maſter would ſay. (a moſt uncharita< 
ble cenſure, ſure enough, forthe latter part 3 whi- 
ther true or no, for the former) and 4 M.Gataker did 
ware angerly and peeviſhly ſpeake againſt bim, and ſnarl 
at biz, then bis Adverſary M-Wotton himſelfe. So that he 
was forcedto challenge him as well as M. Wotton, and to 
offer to diſpute againſt them both : that which once © be. 
fore alſo he vaunted of, calling in ſome to witnes it : 

whom yet becauſe he doubted of, as well he might 
o, whether they would fay with him ſomewhat 
' more then was true; he thought good by way of 
caution, to inſert that exception, if their memories 
faile them not 3 as belike in delivery of the Atteſtation 
they did) and withall adding, that we both (daunted 
it ſeems,and daſht cleane out ef countenance,as con- 
ſeiqusof our owne weaknes and inability toencoun- 
ter ſuch a Champion, either ſeverally or joyntly)did 
equerdyrefaſe it,not without frew of cornful diſduix, 
wa It 
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It is true indeed, that M Fotton (whom M.Walker 
is yet content in part to acquit, ſo be he may thereby 
the deeper wound me, whom his ſpite, it ſcems, is 
more eagerly bent :t for the preſent) demeaned 
himſelfe very moderately , throughout the whole 
hearing 5 with great __ enduring ,much re- 
proachful and deſpiteful language, whereof M.Wal- 
ker was no whit ſparing. And, I ſuppoſe, it was fit, 
that thoſe whom that oftice was committed unto, 
ſhould endeavour to repre{l2 ſuch clamorous bal- 
lings and barkings, as nfither beſeemed him that 
uſed them3 nor did any way further, but hinder ra» 
ther the iſſue of that for which we met. In which 
kind, not I alone, but the reſt alſo, laboured with 
M. Walker what they could ; tho to ſmal purpoſe. But 
that I ſnarkd at him otherwilce,is altogether untrue. 

Itis likewiſe true,that M.jYalker challenged me once 
to diſpute. ( for, as for diſpute with M. Wotton, fo he 
would keep to the point, it was never denied him} 
upon this occaſion, Some ſpeech coming in the 
way, in diſcuſlion of the firſt pretended error, con+ 
cerning the imputation of Chriſtc Righteouſnes conſiſt+ 
ing in obedience to the Law, and juſtification conſiſting 
w 


olly in Remiſſion of ſinnes ;*M.Walker in his heat told * Ibid 


me, that it was reported (for he buildeth much up- 
on reports) that 7 wes wholly therein of Piſcators mind: 
and if I would maintain Piſcators opinion, be would diſ- 
it out with me. WhereuntolI then anſwered,that 
whether it were ſo, or no, was nothing to hims 5, nor was it 
time for bins and me then to diſpute 3 being met for an 
other end. And this is alſo all the ſcornfwl diſdain then 
uſed,or made ſhew of. As for the report,I ſhall make 
bold now to tell A.F7/alker , if he heard ſo, that he 
G 3 heard 
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e114 Elnchs Heard an nntruth3 as* wharl have publiſhed , may 
diput. Fr. G- \gform him, Againſt which, if he ſhall think good 
— to diſpute , I hopeI ſhall beas wel able to anſwer 

Lud. Luci Him,as I have done ſome others already. 
Howbeit ſuppoſe we, that 4. iValker (* another 
Hercnles, or one rather more valiant then he, that 
.f&vs & gurſt not deale 8 with two at once) could by dint of 
Aris Bic Argument , wherein (it ſeems) he ſuppoſeth him- 
_ Eujem. l.7.c.12. ſelte toexcell;zthough ſome deem him,(as one ſome- 
Pauſan.Pbocic- tiqqe of another, whom M.Walker would ſeem much 
nary a to admire) h a man more eager then areumentative, 
Hiſtcvr l.1. have been able to ſilence both M. Wotton and my 
4 ſelfe 3 and to have proved agaioſt us both, not thoſe 
aa _ 1, Points alone that he charged M.Fotton with,(which 
199. Ephipp. yet if he had done, he muſt haveconfuted us all, 
- _ and many more then us all)but all che Poſitions that 
$48.V4rro/atyr, Ever he had produced, or could produce out of a. 
g Mn 'Hes- rpgtrons writing*, to be erroneous and not agreeable 


- \ / 
——_— ” totruth: yet would norall this have been fufficient 


quidem atverſis tO make good his charge agaioſt M.Wottor, and to 
dus. Zemwb. prove him « blaſphemows bereticke- How many mens 


«$49 Suid. ® . , ; 
—— = writings may more then ſeven times ſeven errors be 


"Ae ww9s found in,whom it were yet moſt uncharitable theres 
5619, Her" fore to cenſure for ſuch ? X | 


$7 Pls, 17. Butthat divers of the Subſcribers ſubſcribed 
Phed. @ Ev- againſt their own judgements and conſciences 3 and 
6. All of them were aſhamed of what they had done z, 
a«mv-1dcm.leg. he endeayoureth further to ſhew:the former, by ſome: 
__ we. relations that may juſtly be queſtioned 3 the latter 
e951, 0 by avouchment of things altogether untrue. 

bl os nee The former concernes others not me, whereof, 
Twy (79 o vw «s 3.1 ; ; 
4 Y, a4/TIv £4764 | n \ >' 1 id. by a} 
Tires $p-tbe vontex® a) PRY'Y AER ne Rafoand 


ſome 
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($5) 
ow are deceaſed ſome yet ſurvive : and isto this 
effe( : X 

1. Thath D.Bayliethe firſt of the ſubſcribers did upon 
the very firſt reading of M- Wottens ſpeeches in M. Wal- 
hers Parallel, condemn him (not at our, mecting.,, but 
at a private Table at dinner) for ax hereticke, Ty ha | 
errors for bluſpemouws. Of which. ſufficzent hath 
ſpokenalready, and but for M.i7alkers repetition of 


ithere, todiſcredit the /abſcription, or the ſubſeri-, ., N 


ber himſelte rather, bad for me no more been 
OO 9 © © © IR es, 

2. That! M. Downham , who heard this his.cenſure. bid. 
uttered at the Table; did by bis ſilence aſſent thereunto. OF 
which ſomewhat alſo before. 


3.'T bat *D. Gouge hath publiquely confuted M, Wot:, k Ibid. 


tons opinignes (but which or whatgf them he telleth 
usnot ** one of them at leaſt, I am ſare,he profeſſed, 


to have taught.) end iz the Pulpit condemned them of Rdaty.13,36 


$ocinianiſms Theſe twolatter ſurvivezand I leave to 
anſwers they ſhal ſee good and thinks fit, for them+ 
ſelves ; the Atteftation for the S»bſcription to, the 
contrary being under their owne hands. | 1 


4. That / M. Randal did argue very botly againſt M.'|1viq. 


Wottons opinions that Jame day that t, cribed, aud, 
told him before ws all, that he had proteſted againſt thew 
often n private, aud had diſſwaded hine from thewe , and 
that he for bis part abhorred them. All which men may, 
if they pleaſe, beleeve, upon the bare word of hia, 
who hath told his Reader ſo many untruths here be» 
fore, For my partI beleeve no onetittle of jt to be 
true, asitis by M./a/ker here related; that is, affir- 
medto have been then and there by M.Raxdal delir, 
vered ; but a meere ion of M. Walkers own oven» 


138 
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#Kabo ot i, 10D» * ſpun like a ſpiders web out of the bowels of 
Sed yay yu. his OWN brain, Beſides,I deſire to have it conſidered 


yur &f" daury 
« rp 2ete ave” 
S£Tug v pairer 
Iþd, & 
Oſir. 


mRelat. p.35, 
36. 


n Fiftio perſons. 
6 Pag.2 2 


how probable it is, that M. Foitor ſhould make 
choice of one to be for him in this buſines, who had 
in private formerly profeſſedunto him, not a bare 
diflent from, or a ſimple diſtaſt,but ſo deep a diſlike 
of his opinio<. True it is,that there was that day a dif- 
pute among us about a nice queſtion mentioned in 
my*® Relation, concerning the worke of Redemption 
performed by Chrift, and the worke of our In/ition 
into Chrift and our wnion with him, whether of the 
twain hath the precedexcy in the order of nat e. 
Wherein ſome were with M. Wotton on the one fide 
for the precedency of the work of redemption; ſore 
were on the other ſide(among whom M,Rand:l) for 
the precedency of the Inſition of the faithful into 
Chriſt and their union with him. But neither was 
the point argued with any heat at all on either fide; 
among our ſelvesatleaſt. Nor did either M,Randal, 
or any other of the company, no not D.Bazlie him- 
ſelf, (tho forward enough, if M.Walker may be be- 
lieved,tocenſure M. Wotton deepenough behind his 
backe, and over prone; asTI have ſhewed, to pick a 
quarrel! to him otherwiſe) atany time, thatever I 
can remember, during our whole meeting, uſe any 
ſuch diſtaftful ſpeeches unto M.#ottor, as M, Walker 
is here pleaſed to attribute to M. Randal, being now 
gon.,and not able to deny or avow, what he faſtneth 


thas upon him. The fipure ®Proſopopeia, it is tobe 


feared, is with M Walker here too frequent, 


5, That® M.Stockdidever abhorre M.Wottons dpigi= 


ons.45 he oft told M.Walker in private. We” 
'TThathe did in divers things diſſent from bits, T 
O_ | doubt 
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dnubt not; that which I alſo profeſſed in private to 
him concerning my ſelfe ; ſhewing wherein I diſſen- 
ted from M. 1/0iton, as wel tohim, as to M.JFottorn 
himſelfe, having ſemetime required it of me in wri- 
ting . which to M. Stock alſo I imparted. But ſuch 
terms of abhorring them , I never heard from him 3 
tho being as intimate, I ſuppoſe, as ever M. Walker 
was, with him. The phraſe ſure better ſuteth with 
M.Talkers own ſpirit , then either with M. Ravdals 
or M. Stocks 5 both whom he maketh here to ſpeake 
inthe ſame tone with himſelfe. | 
But ? by apretty ſtratagems ( for lo he ſlileth it) he p Pag.22,2;. 
bronght M, $tock before other witneſſes to condemn M. 
IWottons gn——_ herefie and blaſphemy. For at a ſup- 
per time in a neighbours honſe , reading as out of jome 0+ 
ther paper contaming new and ſtrange opinions , that aſ- 
ſertion of M. VVottons, hat in this propotition, Faith 
is counted for Righteonſneſſe, the word Faith is to be 
taken properly, not tropicafly 5 anddemaunding of 
M Stock, what he thought of it, M. Stock, acknowledged it 
to be hereſie and blaſphemy; and that none but mad men 
would ſubſcribe that it was neither. Wherenpon he 
ſhewed bim his own hand to the ſubſcription before 
mentioned. "y 
Now whether M. Stock was thus overtaken or no, 
to make his tongue and his hand jarre, I know not. 
If he were, it had been a more friendly part of M. 
Walker, to have concealed his and my friends over- 
ſight, But 4Tros Tyriu/ve, friend or foe;Adyocate or 


q Min ef: 


Adverſary ; all is one with M. Walker; another Ar;- (, 
ſtid:s, one thet hath no reſpect of perſons, as his par- 
tiall Judges had, how he diſgraceth either any way 
to help himſelte, he little regardeth; as if the diſcre- 
(i H diting 


(58) 
diting of them either would ſuffice, or might well 
ſerve to ſalve his own credit, when it lieth bleeding, 
and is in danger not to eſcape without ſome ſcar, 

How ſoever, x.I ſhall defire any indifferent reader 
to conſider, whether ought rather to ſway, a cen- 
ſure drawn from one by a wile , and ſuddenly ſhot 
out, before he were well aware, and well adviſed; 

ePag.at. Ora judiciary ſentence (forr Iwdges M. Father him< 
ſelfe will have us) conſiderately fignedzand that af- 
ter ſerious debate, and advice tak=n with other 

ſPag.2+ f crave Miniſters (as he is alſo pleaſed yet to ſtile us) 
concurring with him therein. 

2. I would demand not of M. Stock, ( for heis 
gone; nor is it certain te me, whether he ever paſſed 
that cenſure ſo directly contrary to his own ſub- 
ſcription) but of M,iYaker,what he thinks of theſe 
words, Faith js that alone wherewith we are by it Jelfe 

e1bper ſex: and properly juſtified: whether they containe hereſie 
propri? juftif- and blaſphemy or no; and what difference he can 
rn find between M. Fottons words, and theſe. Yetare 
Dew & hamj- they M.Bucers own t which he aſcribeth alſotoSaint 
nes nos juſlos Payl, as's principall part of hismain Argument, con- 
rw pero cerning the dodtrine of juſtification, And if thoſe o- 
Fider illud w- ther upon the bare recitall appeare to be manifeſtly 
nanef, qu }: heretical and blaſphemons 3 then theſe ſurely no 
nee lefle : and ſo M.ottox yet ſhal have one other at 
inter juitos m- leaſt to goe along with him for an heretick , yea a. 
mer; 1 i" L1afphemous heretick + whom yet none ſuppoſe, 
Meine inju- | 4 

for. Ergo, nc, Other then ranke Papiſts ever condemned for ſuch, 
Bucergreft, Frowbeit M. #alker ſhould have done wel,to have 


pc. delivered M,Tottons Expoſition @ he tearmeth it) 
Slbg.r, all outzand'notto have hackt it off(as he hath-done) 


« Anſto Er3 Ly the hams, For His words are entire thus, a 1 wever 
Relat. P.27 4 , ſaid, 
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2id,or thought, that Faith doth juſt ifie us by it ſelfe,Cand 
- had he ſo ſaid , hehad oft fe —_— {a = 
long before him had done )) This onely I ſay , that in 
this Propoſition, Faith is counted for Righteouſnes, 
the word Faith is to be taken properly, not tropically ; the 
queſtion being in ſuch propoſitions,not of the meritorious 
or formall cauſe of Enffification » but of the condition re« 
quired on our part in ſtead of keeping the Law,To which 
I may well ad out of his Animadverſions, which I 
have by me, onthe diſpute between Lybbertus and 
Bertivs, theſe ſayings of his to the ſame eſſe&.* Faith * Fider,cungun 
doth not ju(tifie vs, as a quality, habitually 3 neither ig ig fudlitas, babitx.. 
either the matter, or the forme of our Righteouſnes ; in Fr an af 
that regard alone it is to juſtification available, as it relj< teria «ſt iufif- 
eth upon Chriſt, to the obtaining of forgivenes of ſins for 9m notre, 
his obedience. And againe,* Faith ſurely doth not juſtifie, 7: ptoing/g 
but onely by and for the obedience of Chriſt. when it is juſtificatimen 
ſaid tobe imputed unto righteonſnes, it is thereby ſignified _ qd as | 
what we muſt perform, that we may be juſtified. And a ba, —_ 
little after, * By faith weare ſaid to be juſtified, not in a {c/o proper 
tropical, but in a proper manner of ſpeaking 3 whereby is jus —_— 
ſrenified, that Faith is that , which God requireth of ws yy on I, 
#0 the obtaining of juſtification for the obedience and ſa- * 9: 
crifice of Chriſt, For as for thoſe words that M, 7 al- —_ 
ker putteth into his third Error, that he chargeth up- i; —_ 
on M\Wotton, * That Faith doth wot Juſtifie 14, as it ap- & popter Chri- 
prehendeth Chriſt and his righteouſneszthey appeare not pin rage 
in any paſſage at all by M./aker out of M, IVott ox j*{iieminqu- 
writings alledged, Sothat M.alker maketh M.#ot- —_ wes 


ton ſpeak, not what he doth,but what himſelfe plea- Nmbg 


mur, ſgnificatur. thil, d File juſtificari dicimur,non tropics, ed propri 7 _ = 
Tur, fidem illud eſſe, quod Dexs 4 nobls flagitat, ag puffed ERS melee 
extigm & ſacrificjum.1bjd. e Pargll,Eeror. 3 Relabpig: 
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ſeth; and then pronounceth him an hereticke, not 
for what he ſaith, but for what himſelfe would have 
him ſay. Tomake thi; evident to the meaneſt un- 
derſtanding. Should a man ſay , The word hand in 
this propoſiticn, my hand feeds my body) or in this, 
This child is fed by hand, 7s taken properly not tropi- 
cally,would it by any reafor able conſc quence thence 
be inferred,thatthe party ſo ſaying ſhould therefore 
afticm, that the hayd doth not feed by putiing mcat into 
the month? And what M Calzins judgment is of that 
trope in the Apoſtles words of Faith, put for Chriſt, 

may appeare by theſe words of his in confuting of 
oe uruoſzs Oſtander, the firſt man (for cughtT can find) that 
bujs Septic broached that Expoſition of them, and brought in 
_— that ſtrange trope s * 1 adwit not this Sophijters wri- 
om efſe ('bri- thing or wrigling ſome figxres, when he ſaith, that faith 
fum.Cutin, 3s Chriſt, * Whereby Faith,which 3s the inſtrument onely 
Irftirut.l.3-c.11- of obtaining righieouſneſſe, is confounded with Chriſt, 
l Inſeie fulem, who 3s the mate:3.1ll cauſe , and boththe Autor and mini- 
que inſrumen- ſtep of ſo great a benefit. * Thus is the knot alſo unknit, 
yah. crying to wit, how the tear of Faltn ought to be taken where 
fiiedicomiſ- the point of juſtification is handled. Flowbeit as it 
cri cum Cbriſi9; 701d juſtly be deemed unequal], to charge all that 
La ayporem hold Faith there put for Cori/#, with Ofranders mon- 
beneficii a#8t2y ſtrous opinion, as Calvin well tearmeth it, of I know 
oe not what efntiall righteouſnes , by which Chriſtian 
h 1m expedizes Men are juſtified : fo no eſſe unequall is it, to con- 
ef} nedus 719- demn all of Socinian hereſic and blaſphemy , that 
— hold Faith to be taken for Faithin thoſe * paſſages of 
tum file i,ubi de '$ Part. But of this and ſome other things concer- 
+ 5. ning that argument, I may peradventure being by 
20.23.28, divers importuned thereunto, if God ſhall pleaſe to 
& 51.17-4.5> afford life, liberty,ability and leiſure,entreat further 
9fT <o more 
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more largely hereafter; unlefle I ſhall find my ſelfe 
prevented by ſome fuller ſatisfation given by 0- 

thers, whoſe labours either are abroad already, or, , ., 
may before that time come abroad. for then my peynr —_ 
paines will be ſuperfluous. and whether by my weak 24345 »m n 
helps, or the more able work of others, the truth of ***5 #319 


(3,764. [11 Co 


Godeither in this, or in any other point be cleered, ;,....c $13. 


to me it ſhall be all one. 


And thus much for the point,concerning which by 
M Walkers own relation, M. Stock upon the very rea- 
ding of it, ſhould in direct contra1iction to his own 
ſubſcription. paſſe ſuch a cenſure. As for the /ſpeech l Vindic.p.2zs 
he frameth in the words following, for M, Sreck' to | 
excuſe himlelfe by : and his inference thence, ® how Ibid p,23,24 
dangerous athingit is , even for godly men'to be Judges 
in a controverſte between a familiar friend,as M.Wotton 
was to theſe men.and a ſtranger,as himſelf was to the moſt 
of them. As the latter jintimateth AM. Srock,& M.Wottor 
to have been at tnat time familiar friends , and fo 
D.Baylje and the reſt; and on the other ſide M. Stock 
(for of him principally here the ſpeech 1s) with the 
molt of the reſt, and M 7'alker to have been meere 
ſtrangers either to other : which is the one of them 


25 true as the other:(o it zdds little credit to the exb 


cuſe pretended to be made then by him;which may 
well be queſtioned, conlidering M, iPalkers minting 
anddilating faculty ® before ſhewed,whether much, ce M.Ezr- 
if not all,of it, came not out of his own forge, / - * 7 Letter be. 
And this ſhall ſuffice for the ſuggeſtions concer- i*** produced: 
ning ſome of M. Walker: partiall and unjuſt Judges up of v. 1954 
as hedeems them , to prove that they ſubſcribed in 79 acrtions, 
favour of M,YYotton againſt their own conſciences 


and judgementsel{ewhere, either in publike or m 
private 


8 Vindicep.21 


þ Ibid, 
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private, delivered direQly to the contrary of that 


they then ſigned unto, Which I might well have 
leaft to be anſwered by thoſe whom they concerne z 
ſave that ſome of them are now deceaſed ; for me 
they touch not atall,nor my Relation, who report on- 
ly, what they ſubſcribed to; and that firmed with the 
Atteſtation of ſuch of themas ſurvive, 

18. But for that, which concerns them all, and my 
ſelfe among the reſt,toprove, that ® they durſt not o- 
penly juſtifie their Subſcription; (which makes me the 
rather now to beleeve what I have formerly been 
ioformed,that M.#”alker oft in his Table-talk ſhould 
not ſtick to give out, that we were all of us aſhamed of 
what we ther did,) he ſaith that ? the Expoſetions (for 
ſo we will now call them, ſince that M. /Yalker will 
have them fo (tiled) thws ſubſcribed, were committed to 
D, Baykie, with charge that he ſhould keep them cloſe, and 
wot ſuffer MV Valker or any other mau to ſee or read theme, 
untill MV Votton had made alarger Expoſition,and fully 
purged bimelfe from Socinianiſms. A \trict charge,you 
ſee, as M.VV alker delivers it, of men wondrous cau» 
tious,and as may ſeem, no leſle timorous of diſplea- 
ſing M.Y/7alker; for what elſe the matter ſhould be, 
I, for my part, am not able to conceive. And I mer- 
veil why he doth not adde, that we conjured one a- 
nother, to tel] nobody what we had done. For that 
wasas needfull to prevent our feaxes, as the keeping 
of our ſubſcription from ſight ; and he might as well 
have ſaid or written the one as the other. For this 
alſo in truth is as farre fromtruth, as M. YY alker is 
from faire dealing inthe whole carriage of this buſi- 
nes. And hereI would crave leave to demand of M. 
VValker,whether he were preſent at the very a& of 

our 


(63) 

our ſubſcribing or no. If he were preſent, he might 
eaſily heare, what that was, and in what manner it 
was conceived, that was agreed upon to be ſubſcri- 
bed unto ; yea he might have ſeen our ſubſcriptions 
to it. Forit wasnot done in any concealed way,but 
in the view of all then preſent. And to what end then 
ſhould ſuch a charge be given to the DoCtor, that Ax. 
V/Valker ſhould by no means be admitted to the ſight 
of it? If he wereabſent, (as itislikely enough that 
he was, wanting patience to endure any longer ſtay, 
after he perceived once what was reſolved upon) I 
would faine know of him, how or from whence he 
knowes, that it was with ſuch caution committed to 
the Doctors cuſtody. 

True it is, that it was indeed in ſome ſort commit + 
ted to his cuſtody 3 or rather detained by him , having 
once gotten itinto his hands, in favour of M.VValker, 
for ought elſe could be diſcerned, The delivery of 
it or a Copy of it to M.//otton, according to his juſt 
requeſt, being not at preſent reſolved ons becauſe it 
grew late; but put off toanother day- On which 
meeting again, ( but now without M. YValker, who | 
came no more at us) after long expeQation the Do« , 
Ctor at length preſented himſelfe to us; but could ; 
not be induced to deliver, either the ſubſcription, 
or any Copy of it to M,7Yotton 3 upon pretence that 
he held it not fafe ſoto do; for that having been 
lately at Lambeth, at the High Commiſſion, ſome (1 
know not who) had caſt out ſome words there to 
him concerning our zeeting,and that we might per=- ;/ 
adventure be queſtioned for it, as a Converticle; e- 
fpecially if our as mr ſhould come abroad un- 
derour own hands, anduſe made of it as an evi- 


dence 
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dence againſt us. That therefore for the preſent he 
durſt nor part with it:But yet withall promiſing,that 
after ſome time, the noiſe of the buſines being once 
over-blown, it ſhould be delivered to M. I oftor, 
whenſoever it ſhould be demanded of him by two 
of the parties, one of cither fide, nominated in his 
behalfe, And this I do the more confidently avow, 
being holpen therein for ſome particulars, by a me- 
moriall leaft in writing under M.Balmfords hand and 
mine own, and made while the bulineſſe was yet 
freſh in memory z whichlT find in the ſame paper, in 
which the Atteſtation formerly publiſhed 1s extant, 
being afterward ( but how lcng after, I know not) 
underwritten. | 

But return we to M.J/alker , who having thus ra- 
9,077 441 ther Poetically deſcribed, then 1 Hiſtorically related 
ws #f oa: our meeting and the manner of it, embeliſhed with 
ae Sriſna;) many meere fictions of his own inventionz(a!l which 
pneihom4- yet never will be of might or weight enough either 
"1.7: totake of, or beare downthe truth of my Rel1tion 
K2>-<2 #- Concerning the iſſue of it, acknowledged in preciſe 
$7c25%57 tearms by men of his owne choiſe,) he proceeds in 
2z21:526:659, the next place to tell us, that » Upon this it was brui« 
ox:iru 7? ted abroatlin the City by M.Wotton and bis Diſciples that 
a, £12 2-.c MIS alker conld prove nothing againſt him 3 (and like 
7u\«xiS4, enough 3 of that he charged him with, to wit,hereſie 
7 1a7%:74- and blaſphemy) nor bring any thing out of his bookes or 


_— SF writings ta'convince him of Soctnianiſms.: and. that the 


mu duryryuee Efght learned Miniſters had juſtified bim,and condemned 
Polyb. 12. MF alker for a falſe AccuſereAnd might they not juſtly 
ſo report, when in cfteCct the Miniſters under their 
hatids hadall joyntly ſo done ? For ſure itis,thathe 
that acquitteth any man/of that wherewith he 4s 

fu charged 


r Vion dic.p, 24. 
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charged, (be he faulty otherwiſe,or no) doth by ne- 
ceflary conſequence condemn him as a falſe accuſer, 
that ſocharged him. 

As for what! he addes, concerning M, Wottow? (1,;4, 
Eſſays afterward written, wherein he ſaith,that M.ot- 
ton denies the true, reall,and ſpirituall union of the faith- 
full with Chriſt, and Chrifts meriting of juſtification and 
ſalvation for them,&c, (which culletions of M.1at- 
ker: from M. Wottons words may well be as ſound as 
ſome other above recited) and his owne Am:itheſs 
Wottoniſmi &- Chriſtianiſmi 5 (a worke in likelihood 
well ſuiting with the ſpirit of the Autor) of M. Nids 
megleting to make report 4 it to the Archbiſhopz (who,it 
may be,would have paſt the like cenſure upon him, 
that he did upon M. Broad,atthe tender of his book) 
his own zegle@ of calling upon him: becauſe t the tidings , id. 
of it comming to M.Wotton: eare, ſtrooke ſuch adamp "TOP 
into him,that for feare of afterclaps he ſilenced both him- 
ſelf and his Diſciples.(and yet to ſilence a man already 
ſilenced was noſuch great matter ) ſe that now all 
was huſht, & the fire quencht,and nowan durlt open bir 
month to defend M.W ottons opinions,tho he a in 
the Pulpit ftil to confute and condemn thew.T his all na- 
thing concerns me; or any relation of mine.But how- 
farre forth therein he diſcovereth his own vanity, 
and hisreſtles diſpoſition,T leave it tothe judgement 
and cenſure of others, 

As little concerns me that, that followeth, *con« , p,,..;. 
cerning M.Fottons booke De Reconciliatione,written in 
Latine; wherein he ſaith, that M. #ottor hath vented 
fo much poyſon, (for all is ſuch, that M, #alker himſelf 
doth not reliſh) that the Profeſſors at Leiden, would not 
ſuffer it to be there printed; ——_ whence he bach, 

or 
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| er how he knows: oris able to prove, 1 know not) 
| yea that at Amſterdam allo it could not get outz 
| (which few will beleeve , that know how free the 
' Preſle there is) Þut was £,into be printed farther off, 
at the charge of ſo? of bis Diſciples, . 
As alſo what he *addes of ſome others , who did 
privately oppoſe M. Wotton 5 © M.Woedcock, of Cheſſam 
who in wit #g confuted him and admoniſhed bim to for - 
ſake his errors | am not indeed 1gnorant, that be- 
tween Woodcock M-Wot10n* ancient Collegue,and 
M, Wotton, diſputes palſl-c in writing, with Objectr- 
ons and Anſwers » Replies and Rejoynders , much 
whereof I have by me » in a faire {riendly manner- 
As alſo the ike did between D.Brooks , then reader. 
of Divinity 13 GreſbamCollege (te place that M; 
y Nul us veliflu Wotton alſo ſoinettmes held ). which 1 have ſeen 
eff vie.Ine [0cus, ſometime with a friend 3 and gave occalion of wri* 
vi je 14 4- r3ng the book 10 Latine above mentioned: between 
—— M,Bradſ11:w and M Wortort ; and in part alſo between 
gui quis ad veg" M, WorkON and my felfe; Batnone of theſe that ever. 
mark "1 law OT heard , tho dflenti9g from him1n opinion; 
P ionem ſize 1910 ID) of their writ19gs charge him with hereſie 
iubn pertinet® or blaſphemy» Or damn him to Hel 3 as M, Walker 


x Ibid, 


gn _ from M. Richardſon vere doth, ? unleſle there be any 


mubi Suns lus gredinew DerWeen Heaven and Hel. 


wr Net her doth that fierce T hunder- bolt, thrown: 
—_— 14m. & out BY M.Rich ir dſon,a0y whit ſcare me 3 wherein,as 


zemp. 2332+, BY a-Popidike-Anarbcr'3,073 Reabinical Maranathaz 
m—_ be pergmptorily. propovneeth, upon his own certain 
4 p cripruris | knowledge, chat whoſoever true? and dies in the beleefe of 
Sarftis imuenic- yy Har fone. opinions ſha never euter into the Kingdom: of 
gr oft. l, — Heoween fanſo ME W/abier 338 a.from. M. Barlows mouth,' 
4 Pag.35+ bring M-Bioheteſabamelſcnger here reports it. T tio;: 
þ Pags26- os: wheth & 


A 
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whetherM,Richardjoz wete in his ſettepceſo prrem-: 
ptory,or no,tmyy bedoubted 3the rather bqczul, Me: 
I7alker 10 his reJations 'of 4t- agrees nat a)l out with 
himſelte.. For whereas here he telleth us, that M. 
Richardſon ſhould in a more rigid manner «ftixmythat 
he KNEW M,Wottons opinions to be ſo, peftilent. and. 
dangerous; that whoſoever lives and dies its 16 beleeje of 
them ſhall never enter into the Kingdom of Heaven. In 
his ſecond letter to M. #07ton he relat-s it a remiſler 
way, thathe proteſied;that he-T HOVG HT no max li- 
ving and dying in his opinion ſhould be ſaved, And you 


' know, what is wont to be ſaid and thought of thuſe 


that are taken 1o two tales. 

But be M, Richardſons doom never (0 preciſe and 
peremptory,it nowhit aftrights me:fince thatneither 
Flive, asI hope, in any ſuch opinions of his, much- 
leſle.looke to die in them , whatſoever elſe | may 
concur: with him in. nor Col conceive any whit the 
lefle hope of M.Wottons being in Heaven for. this his 
horrid and hideous doom. . Onely if M, Richardſon 
did then paſle fuch a cenſure, when he was now at 


point of death , as © AM, Walker ſaith he was, I could c Onhis death 


have wiſht more charity,and lefle preſumption con»./** 
cerning ether mens eſtates, in a manſo neere.to:the __ 
giving up of an account for himſclfe, That M. ot- 
ton lived and died in ſome errors I doubt not, Nor 
40 I make accdunt, butthatI doe live, and looke;to 
die, in many my ſelfe. If M. Walker deem, or hope, 
otherwiſe of bimſelfe 3 he preſumeth of, and pro- 
miſeth-more to himſelfe, then I {uppoſe, eyer. befell 
ary.ſonne of 44am our bleſled Saviour alone excep» 
ted. But'that any opinyon, which Mi#/ ottoy keld'was 
ſo peſtilent and. pernitious, _ to cut him _ off 
i 'T] 2 om 
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. from Chriſt, and all intereſt in Chriſt , who ſo ſhall 
. affirme, had need looke to himſelfe, leſt he bring 


thereby a greater guilt upon his own foule, then M, 
Wotton contracted by any error that he held. Mean-: 
while, well itis, that the Keyes of Heaven are not, 
citherin M.Richardſons hands,or at MJ alkers diſpo- 
fition, were they ſo, it might well be deemed, that 
many an one ſhould have been excluded,. who I 
doubt not but have found entrance; many ſhould 
be ſhut out , who Thope, yet ſhall get in, notwith- 
ſtanding M. Walkers peremptory ſentenee paſt upon 


them for hereticks, and that blaſphemous ones too ; 


: ſuch as have no right in Chiiſt here, nor ſhall ever 
: reign with him hereafter. 


4 Pag. 26. 


elbid 


ſRelat. Poſiſe. 
P.594 


Howbeit this fiery Thunderbolt did ſo enflame 
M.Walker, as he telleth us, that * iz excouraged him to 
go on the more boldly in laying open MWottons abomina- 
tions, without all feare or regard of his fatious and furi- 
os Diſciples » perſons belike of the ſame ſtamp and 
temper with himſelfe ; it by his writings he may be 
judged of. 

From this he paſſeth to M Godwin: railing Libel; 
which hetelleth his Reader, that © ſozve ſay, M.Gata- 
ker counſelled him to write againſt M Walker ;, which if 
M.Walker will avovch as a truth, I muſttell him, that 
he telleth a notorious untruth 5 and ſuch as he could 
not but know to-be moſt = , unleſle - had wit- 
tingly in my Poſi/cript told a loud lie ; where I pro- 
feſſeg,! Rb: Ine I had never tomy knowledge 
heard or ſeen the man;. and then onely but once; 
which was not onely much hater then the birth of 2x. 
Gotlwins worke, but even after M.Walkers own booke 
was come abroad, at what time hearing hun ag 

whom: 


| 
4 
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whomelfe I had not known, I told him indeed ſmi- 
lingly,that if he were ſuch an one, he was as heretick 
in print; alluding to M Walkers diſcovery, which I had 
notlong before lighted on. But whether M.Godwins 
book be @ rajling libe/, or noz for my part ,. I know *' 
not, having never read two lines of it, onely feen-the 
Title of it in the Stationers ſhop. But let this goe a« 
mong the bundle of untruths, w!-ich a Walker hath 
ſtuft this his Pemphler with; that M Gataker counſeled 
one, whom he had never ſeen to his knowledge,nor 
changed two words with,to write a rayling libel againſ# 
MIYatker. whercas any reaſonable man would rather 
imagine, that M Godwin wrote that, whatſoever it 
be that he wrote, provoked by M Walkers own wris 
ting againſt him and railing upon him 5 which, it 
ſeems, therein he returneth anſwer unto, and is prin- 
ted and publiſhed by him together with it, and ac- 
cording to the truth , yea, or likelyhood of this re-+ 
port, Iam very well content, that credit be given to 


his other relations ; theſe at leaſt that * he builds; Pg 8, 


upon the credit of other mensreportszif not to more 
then a few, that muſt rely upon his own. 


With M. Godwin: Libel he joyneth þ M,Gatakers bpag.14 


TaveFive. for ſohe is pleaſed to ſtile my relation, as 


; before,ſo here again. which being abroad, leave i Pag.9 


toothers tojudge, whether it deſerve that Title , or 
no; or, if M-/other ſo pleaſe, whether of the two, 
that my Relation, or this his Vindication, may lay bet» 
ter claime to ſuch an 1nſcription, 
But there is another 7»ve&jve,that he challengeth 
me for. and it ſhall not be amiſle, by way of antici- 
tion, hereto take itin, and conſider of it, as being 
a branch of the ſame cn ——— " = 
0 1nd 


k Pagezo: 


liſhed according to my copy, I would not reſuſe to owne, 
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kind M.#alker commenceth againſt me. He telleth 
his Reader therefore in his enſuing diſcours ; * that' 
ke, the ſaid M.Gattaker hath publiquely extolled and com- 
wended for Orthodox the like Treatiſe (to thoſe of M. 


' ottonRhereticall/belike and blaſphemows,as his) of M. 


William Bradfpaw : #nd inveighed againſt ſome, meaning 
we, (faith M.Walker) who had oppoſed ſome errors and ' 
contradiGions , which are in that booke, in his Funerall 
Sermon preached at M.Bradſhaws burial. 

- Wherein 4. alker ſheweth himſclfe no change- 
ling, but (till like himfelfe. Nor am I fory,that M. 
walker hath thus mentioned M.Bradhaw, and there- 
by given me occaſion to ſpeake ſomewhat of the 
man, and ſomewhat alſo of his worke : rhat:I may 
thereby further vindicare him a little from M. Wal- 
kers obloguies asI have already in part, from the 
{landerous calumnies of an other foul mouthed 
railer,a leader of Separatiſts at Amſterdam. my Rejoyns 
der towhom in detence of M,Bradſbaw.and his awer 
to M,Fr.Tohnſons reaſons for ſeparation from the Church- 
Aſſemblies in England,although it came abroad with=- 
out my conſent; having been. advertiſed by ſome 


. - wel-wiſhing fri-nds, 'of ſomethings in M.Bradſheawes 


diicourſe , that ſeemed to trench upon the governs» 


. ment then eſtabliſhed ; and deſiring therefore, for 


better ſecurity, to print mine owne apart without 17; 
which might {afely bave been done. here without 
more adoe : yet being by that railing and reviling 
Replier required to te}] whether it were mine,or not; 


- Freturned him by the. meflenger whodelivered me 


his Letter, this Anſwer , 'T hat: bad ſometime written a 
Defence of M. Bradſhaw againſt him. which if it were pub» 


And 
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And indeed publiſhed it was; but as without my pri- 
vity, ſo exceeding corruptly , - whole lines in ſome 
paſſages ft out , and the ſer&in'many places per« 
verted and marted ; as by a large hſt of Errata,which 
I cauZd to be printed, and annexed to it, fo foon ag 
ſome copies bf it came to my hand,. may appeare; 
Since which tim? I inde the reſt of that ſcurrifous 
worke (for I dealt onely with the Jaſt Chapte?; that 
concerned M Bradſhawm,.) very ſolidly and learnedly 
refuted by ohe M. Fohn Bula reverend and judicious 
Divine ( who had formerly written in defence of ſet 


2 O— 


forms of prayer) !nt a Treatiſe fince his deceaſe publi-! Anſwer to ' 
thed by M. Simon Aſh Lecturer here in the City, - two Treatiſes 


Butto returne to M.Walker, and his charge here a3 
gainſt me, ..True itis that I preached at M:Bred/haws 
buriall. The woith of the man, though not ſo com- 
monly known, tn regard he lived in a mean and ob- 
ſcure eſtate;through the iniquity of the times, having 
his chiefe dependance, and:main means of mainte- 
nance from a private family,and being naturally not 


of M I9.Can, 


prone to put.-himfelfe forth; yet highly vatewed by - 


thoſe that throughly knew him, and inwardly cons 
verſed with him; and the entire affection and 
freighteſt band of triend(bip, that held inviolably 
firmanto the _ between us; deſervedly chal- 
lenging for him from me, not that onely, but much 
more th:n my weake ability was ever able to reach, 
to: And I did whatI then did, with as much griefe 
and regret of heart and mind, arcever I performed 


any office in that kind. The loſte of fo worthy,and ' 
ſoiatimate a friend, (belides the common lofſe of 


one ſo qualified and endowed, to Gods Chnrch) in- 


wardly piercing-with me more deeply, thenevery - 


one 
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(72) 
. one was aware of,or my ſelfe able eaſily or fuddenly 
' toſhakeoff. But how in my Sermon then made, 
inveighed againſt M.VValker or any other,[ ſhal leave 
to the equal! and indifterent conſideration of others, 
when I ſhall have preciſely related what then I deli- 
vered, and ſubjoyned the occaſion, whereupon I 
ſpake it. 

In a ſhort ſpeech, that I had,before I entred upon 
my Text,concerning the occaſiox of mine appearance 
at that time in that place; and of the party decea- 
ſed, towhoſe remains that office of Chriſtian ſepul- 
ture was then to be performed; having ſpoken ſome- 
what,but very briefly, and over-ſcantly rather than 
otherwiſe, concerning his ſingular dexterity,as in reſol- 
wing caſes of conſtience , ſo 1# clearing of controverſed 
points in Divinity 3 (in either of which kinds he did 
ſocxcell, that I have ſeldome, ifever, known his 
match ) I added thefe words concerning the latter 3 
herein his labours, tho uncharitably taxed and traduced 
by ſome, yet have been , as my ſelfe can teſtifie , not onely 
reverently eſteemed by divers of goodmote in both the U- 
wiverſities, profiſſing ſome of them iz my hearing to have 
profited much by them, and to have been therebydetter in- 
formed in ſome particulars , which they conceived not ſo 
well before 5 but even by ſome frange 


and pr ion beyond the Seas, very highly extolled, as by 
ſome of their Letters to himzis yet to be ſeem. And this,( 


proteſtis all that I then ſaid ; which M.7Yalker here, 

(a man it ſeems,of a very tender eare,tho of too tart 
a tongue) terms inveighing agaiwſt him. 

But,if it may not be over-troubleſome, I ſhall re- 

_ queſt my Readers patience a while, to receive from 

me ſome not overlong relation, concerning the oc- 

caſion 


rs of eminent place. 
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caſion of that ſhort clauſe, conliſting but of foure 
words at moſt,that M.W alker taketh ſo much offence 


at 5 that he may thereby be the betrer enabled to | 
judge aright whether ipake any more,then M.#Fal- 


ker had given over-juſt occaſion to [peake. 

M, Bradſhaw had publiſhed,a ſuccin& indeed, bat 
very accurate, (if ſundry men of good parts may be 
belecved) Treatiſe concerning the Juſtification of a 
ſinner before God. In the Preface whereunto, having 
given Mtimation of ſome difference among our 
Divines in ſome particulars concerning this head of 
Divinity 3 YZ/rence, ſaith he, many weake minds have 
been ſomerchat perplexed; and ſome (trong one'(at leaſt 
in their own conceits ) exceedingly d;ſtempered, as the 
there were amoneſt ws, which overturned foundations, 
teaching blaſphemons bereſies about this matter , whereas 
all of us with one mouth profeſſe this, That a ſinner is ju- 
ſtified not by any formall inherent Righteouſneſſe in hing- 
elf, but onely by the free and meere grace and me: cy of 
God, through the meritorious ſatis faFion of our Saviour 
Chriſt, the onely m:diator between God and 4 ſinner. 
I herein we all give all the glory of our juſtific tion and 
ſalution to God in Chriſt Teſus, and therein hold the 
mn Found tion. We differ onely in certain circumſtan» 
ces ; wterein nothing is derogated, either from the mercy 
of G2d , or merits of Chriſt , or arrogated to our owne 
worker, 

Now the former par: of this ſpeech M 7Valker ta- 
king to himſ-1f (as, thonot nam:d, ye: evnſcious to 
himſ-Ife of his own guilt, hs well migh.) :nv-1ghed 
fiercely and {urioully (aft-r is wonted guil-) in a 
Sermon preached 1 Paul: Church , againſt th2 whole 

: affirming it ts iD 4 boyhe full of contridict ions 


+* 
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and hereſies 3 of the ſame nature as he had before a- 
7» Pag-30% verred M.Wottons writings to be, ® to which alſo he 
here likemeth it, And withall, by a Stationer, whoſe 
ſhopl frequented, he ſent me a challenge, that ſach « 
book h: underſtood ts bs wine, (as true as that ®I {et M, 
Godwin on worke to write a railing libcll againſt him) 
tho it came out in an other mans name, (not unlike that 
+ 1%. Ca of ne- of the Amſterdam railer,that o he ſhould father another 
_—_ yok ” mans worke written againſt Tohnſon) and that, if 1 
non-confor- world undertake the defence of it , he would prove it to 
_ princt- conſiſt of contradiGions and bereſies. Ul1to which I 
PTC Pre. returned him this anſwer , that M-Brad/haw was able 
face to Rejoin- enough ts defend hit own works. That , if he had ought 
der,p.1Ts with me,he knew where mine aboad was ; if I ought with 
kim, I knew (I thought) where h2 dwelt, but that Thad no 
deſire to have dealings with one of that ſpirit , of which 1 

perceived him to le. 
Herewith-not content, he wrote a booke againſt 
' M.Bradfhaw lo vile and fo virulent, rhat tendring it 
| for allowance at Lendew-boaſe he could not obtaine 
| paſlage forit to the —_ owbeit 4 4 of it came 


' to M.Bradhaws hand: 


1 Pap. 26+ 


, who had alſo anſwered ſome 
good part of it in a modeſt manner;as among the re- 
mains of his imperfect writings is yet to be ſeen. But 
M. V Valkers Pamphlet not comming abroad, it ſeems, 
he gave over, 

The Title of M. Walkers work was this? 
A Woolfe in a Sheeps cloathing. - 

And togive you ſome ſmall taſte uf his manner of 
pExpucri dealing in it 3 (for? a tew drops of Sea-water taſted, 
gang” will ſufficiently ſhew, what reliſh the whole Ocean 
2:49] 1-2-9 hath) he thus begins his onſet upon the main body 
r.00 mo of the Book. 

Ircn.l.2.C.34- Having 
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Having befcre examined the Preface word by word. and 
diſccorrcd plaint; andlarghy the impudent ca/umnies,open 
les, deſperate errors , and grofſe contradi@ ion therein 
conteined;J will now procece! to examine and cenſure the 
2 reatiſe it ſelfe : whercin he ſhew«th himſelf ſtill one and 
the ſame man 3 tow-t. one of a faftion ſpirit , a deſperare 
maintainer and juſtificr of our n.w upſtart Socinian Here- 
tichs.the blaſpherrcus diſciples of Servetws Socinus Ar» 
minius.an horrible and profane abuſer of the Word of God, 
citing it contrary to all ſenſe, one ſpeaking like the old 0+ 
racler of Apollo, ſometimes without any ſenſe,ſometimes ſd 
ambignonſly,as that bis words may beare divers O-contras 
ry ſenſes, ſometimes affirming bold!y ſtrange things with- 
out rendring any reaſon 5 as if he were a ſecond peremptory 
Pyth.1gor as. or a new pwrified Pope, whoſe words or ſay- 
ings muſt be received againſt all reaſon , as if they were 
Oracles of God 3, and in a words as in the Preface, ſo in the 
Treatiſe, he doth by his fruits,and his proofes contrary to 
his pretended Titles is every Chapter, diſcover himſelfe to 
be AWoolf im Sheeps cloathing. 

And that he may end in no better manner then he 
began, he thus enters upon the laſt Chapter : 

This Chapter, tho it treat onely of things humane, ſuch 
4s we daily heare and (te,and havt experience of get it hath 
divers errors : As if the Author had vowed toerre in all 
thingr;and 10 infef Heaven and Earth, andall things ſa 
cred and profane, with his Treatiſe. 

Now whether ſuch a cenſxre as this might not wel 
beare out as much , if not much more, then Ithen 
ſpake,T am well content, that any man, not wholy 
foreſtalled with extream prejudice, be judge. 

Yea but Mr. Bradhaws Treatiſe, it may be, wel de- 


ſerved ſuch a cenſure. 
K 2 I wil 
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I wil not. for ſatisfaftion herein, fend you (tho I 

wel might) tothe workeit ſelf*. It maynot be at 

hand ; or you may ſuſpett, if you have it, and ſhall 

be pleaſed to peruſe it, thit ſme ranke poiſon lieth 

fo cloſc ly couched in it, that an ordinary (1ght is not 

able eaſily to deſcry it, And yet, as M. Bradſhaw well 

anſwereth him concerning the Preface; Tf the calum- 

nies be impudent, the les open, the crrore deſperate, the 

comtradid ions croſſe, the y are ſu: h as ufficiently diſcover 

themſelves , and M. Walkers diſcovery is therefore in 

vain, being as tho he ſhould ſay, he hath diſcovered the 

Sunne, when it ſhines out in his brightreſſe in every mans 

face: ſo that either M. Walker bath diſcovered no calum- 

wies, lies, errors and contradidtions at all 3 or they are not 

» Chap.2.& OPe#: g"{fe, deſperate and impudent. In like manner 

Chapy, maylley of the Treatiſe it (eIfe; if the errors 1n it be 

1. T5m7\s%", {oP groſſe, palpable, abomin.ble, and contrary toall ſenſe, 

12-554; that they doe not onely di(cover, but evcn judge awd 

=: 56121, 51 condenene themſelves, as M. Walker aftirmzeth of them; 

*29 742? ſurely any dim fight will ſuffice to diſcerne what the 

(0561-441 workets. Nor will T offes to obtrude upon you mine 

'A5z:7 5979 Own coneett of #.I might peradventure be deemed 

go ny. partial,hoth-in regard of mine own opinion; albeit 

bs 53:4. I concurre nota all things with him and in regard 

yiitg 0d Of mine entire attetion tomy friend; 1 which I grant 

gr /1o Ay lometime alſo ſomewhat overſway. But [ ſhall 

_ -v/g. Falls enform2 you,as before I intimated,how it hath been 

crima/jeftus centured by others;men.no way engaged and that, 

#4914 far otherwiſe then M. #aker bath bee plcaſed to 
ce54 ſunt juli- PIoONOoURCce of tt. 

ke i And hereImightentertaine you, with the judge- 

: rSirEdzord Ment of ra great Lawyer an: Conncel/or of State, one 


Coo rhen Lord tn his time reputed a man of ſome judgement: who 
chicf Juſtice» " 
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in regard of ſome neere afficitie viſiting the Gentle» 
woman, whom M B-ed{aw race ab oad within the 
time of his ſicknelle.anc 1:;hiing acciventally upon 
this ſhort Treatiſe + aitcr } & had runover ſome good 
-part of it was very much taken with it ; and deman- 
ding who was the Anthor of it.profefied, that h: had 
ſeldom read atbing more piihily and pregnantly written. 

But becaule 1t may be objected, that this was out 
of his element; 2nd yetlet me tell you, that ſome 
(Lawyers have 1n Divinity dealt togood purpoſe;and 
that the tearm of juſtification b. ing t a Law tearm, (as | >< M-Frmnes 
our Divin-s,with good warrant from * Gods Word, DONG 
conſtantly maintain) a diſcourſe of that ſubject is to perp-tuity of 
that prof« {lion no ſtranger. I (hall leave him,and in Ft», 
roome of him preſent you with the judgement of a ran, + ww 
Divine of ſpecial note M. Lodowik,or Lewis, Cappel,one init ty.ccrt, 
of the Profeſſors of Divioity ia the Univerſity of SHO 4 
Salmure in France ; 4 man among the learned wel pxt.r. i 11cab, 
knowne by his works. This M. Cappel, having receis jfif-PerlMarr, 
ved this Treatiſe of M. Bradſhaws,trom M. Aaron Cappel m— 3 
his kinſman,one of the Miniſters of the French Church Epit.Paul.c.8. 
here in Londoy, returned backe to him many thanks £7 in Rom-z. 
forit 5 requeſting him withall to enquire after the - ky 
Autor, and either to deliver, orconvey to him his Pa1/ira.rom 3, 
Letters incloſed: the ſ@perſcription whereof was this z $21:© 24:5 19, 


Ded iſto at que ornatiſſauz9 clariſſumogue viro, ED 
| Dominc Guilielmo Braciþaw. CO 3. 
The Subſcription : _— 
Tui,non ſtudioſics mod ſed cultor & admirator, Pcoe. r5-1g 
Luiovicus Cappellus. Elay 5 33, & 


[ tranſlate them not,becauſe the Engliſh phraſe in we 
ſuch forms, will not ſo wel fit them. 
The 


(78) 

The contents ae word for word in part thus : 

Miſſus eſt ad we Londino a D. Capello, Fecleſie Galli- 
cane que Londini et Paſtore, mole quidem exiguns, ſed 
aoFrin? atque ingenio & acurmine grandis , de juſtifica« 
tione libelus, Anelice conſcriptus, autore G. Bradſhaw,ls 
quia perplacebat, & mihi cum D. Gom wo exemplar illud 
erat commune, ſtatim 4 me in priva'um uumGallice eſt 
redditus. Anglicanum exemplar D. Gomaro religi. Dicart 
ingenue. Nibil in humans ſcr-ptis dogmaticis hattenus 4 
me leGumeſt, quod tam vebementer mihi placuerit Tta 
doe, acute, preſie, ſolide, nervoſe, aper1© ſil & mirh 
brevitate totum hoc argumentum pleniſſime 4 te eft com+ 
prehenſnm atque pertraFatum.Verba aurem quibus illud 
dligne pro merito ſuo collaudem atque extoll um. mh; nou 
ſuppetunt. Sepins ille mihi lefas eſt 5 necnngqum ejus ſas 
tigs me cepit. quin eo vehementins ſui in me excitavit 
' deſiderinm quo frequentine repetitus atque rele us $ tan- 
ts incododrine, artis atque ingenii ſplendor &* lumen 
refulget. 

That is in Engliſh. 

There hath been ſent me from London by M. Cappel 
Paſtor sf the French Church there, alittle book of juftifi- 
cation, ſmall in bulke , but in learning, wit and acute- 
neſſe very great , written in Engliſh by William Brad- 
ſhaw. This becauſe it much plesſed me , and Gomarus 
and 1had but one copy between ws;, I tranſlated out of 
hand for mine own uſe into French , and left the Engliſh 
copy to Gomarus, T7 will ſpeake ingexnouſly. I never hi- 
therto read onght in any humane writing of dogmaticall 
Divinity, that ſo exceedingly hiked me. 80 learnedly, a= 
cutely, clo/ely, ſolidly, pithily , both plainly, and yet with 
' welmirable brevity,is this whole Argument moſt fully com- 

priſed, and thoroughly handled by you. I want words, 


wheres 
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wherewith to commend and extod it according to its de- 

ſert. 1 have oft read it oner;, and yet never had enoneh 
of it. but the oftner I repeate it and reade it over againe, 
the more eagerly is nine appetite ſtirred up unto it ſo great 
ſplendor and light of learning , of Art and wit ſhineth 
forth in it. And lo fourth, For the reſt is a diſcours con- 
cerning ſome particulars, wherein he deſired further 
ſatisfaCtion,treading wholy then in Piſcators ſteps. 

But thus he, a meere ſtranger, toa man, whom he 
had never ſcen or heard of before; judging of him 
onely by that vile, abominable, abſurd, ſenſeleſle 
booke, that M.Walker (I hopel may now be ſome- 
whatthe bolder to ſpeak it) doth ſouucharitably tax 
and traduce. 

Give meleave alittle farther to treſpaſſe upon thy 
patience,good __ Togive M.Cappel further ſa- 
tisfation, and to ſave much writing at large to and 
fro;M.Bradſhaw reſolved to review the work, and ha» 
ving a little better cleered ſome things, to tranſlate it 
into Latine. That which alſo he did, and ſent a copy 
of it to M.Cappel. who ina ſecond Letter after the re- 
ceipt of it, wrote back to him in theſe words - 

Scripſt jam antehec, vir clariſſume, me accepiſſe libel- 
lum tnum de jnſtificatione vere aureum,a te auctun Lati= 
numqne fatum, eumque a me extemplo, ſed raptin, perle « 
Humeſſe: ita vehemens me ejus ceperat deſiderium , ex 

 prinslef4 Anglicanl ejus editione. Inde 4 me non ſemel, 
ſed ſepinr.& cum otio, perletFus eſt. quent quo ſepins re- 
lego, eo magis mihi arridet probaturque ::ita ad. unguent 
2 teexatys eſt. Pacatis & moderatis ingeniis y ab utra+ 
libet fint parie.quique non nimio partium ſiudio aguntur, 
ſpero probatum iri iſtum tui ingenii partum atque fetum: 
licet non omniautriſque concedas, que ipſt vellent. Ita 
medins 


(£0) 
medins inter utramgque incedis ſent entiam.ut neutric diſ= 
plicere debeas, ſt vere ſint pacis & concordie arwanies, 
Thatisin Engliſh: 

Right worthy ſir, I wrote before to you, that T had re- 
ceived your truely golden little book of juſtification, en- 
larged by you,and turned into Latin? 3 and that preſently, 
but haſtily, Tread it over. ſo eager an appetite had 1to it, 
Ly reading the other Edition of it in Engliſh before. Since 
that I have read it over againe, not once but often, and 
taking leiſure thereunto. Which the oftner Ireade ovcr 
againe,the more it pleaſeth me, and is approved of by me * 
ſo accurately and exaFly is it compoſed by you. T hope 
this birth and iſſue of your mind will find approbation 
with praceable and moderate diſpoſtions, on whether ſide 
ſoever they are albeit yow condeſcend not to them in all 
things that they require. You pace ſp in the middes? be- 
tween either opinion, that you ought not to diſpleaſe either 
of them,if they truly love peace and concord. 

Now how this.agreeth with M. Walkers cenſure of 
M.Brad{haws book,that thereby he hath ſhewed him» 
{elt to be one of a fa&iows ſpirit, and a deſperate migin- 
taier and juſtifier of blaſphemoxs beretickr, he may ea« 
ſily ſoon ſee,that either 18 not blind, or doth not wile 
fully winke. | 

| might adde,that if M. Walkers cenſure of M Brad- 
ſhaws booke be admitted, the like muſt be paſt upon 
the writings of ſome others, publikely allowed, and 
generally well eſtzemed of among us3 and by name 
on M Pembles large Treatiſe of juſtification before. 
mentioned, and M. Torſels britfer difcourſe of the 
fxm- \ubject ; both which build mainly on M7 Frad- 

- 3'0unts, the latter preciſely treadeth in his 


Thus 
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Thus much concerning my deſervedly deere | 
friend, who neither living.nor deceaſed,could ſcape | 
the ſcourge of M. Walkers tongue 3 which * without 
feareor regard (to uſe his own words of himſelfe) he 47:26 
lets flie both at living, and at deadz and concerning 
that worke of his, by other pious, learned and judi- 
cious ſo praiſed and apprifed z which ſhall (I doubt 
not) ſurvive with its due and deſerved approbation 
from ſuch z when M.alkers railing Pa ;,where- 
in hEforraduceth it, ſhall either lie buried in per- 
petuall oblivion; or, if ever it come toſee open 
light,” ſhall ſtioke in the noſtrils both of ' God and 
coo ite I WOCTTy WET I 

ButM.: 7Yalker hath not ſo done with M. Gatahker, 
For, 1fi# were not vain expence of preciow time , ® he 
could Ut of all produce Socinianiſm out of his works 3 Ps: 
and ſo make him a party. And ſo I preſume he could 
alſoout of Bucer,Parew,Pemble,Piſcator » and Iknow 
not how many more, as well as out of M. Gataker, if 
he would fet himſelf toit. For Mater hath a very 
fingular dexterity herein3 as in part hath already 
been ſhewed.But I anſwer him briefly,That*® general/ © Doloſme er{4- 
charges are generally deemed deceitfulzand will not hold hn as F 
either in Law or In pm And again,that FS _— 11G 
aceuſe be ſuſſicient, no man is ſure to goe guilthſſe,be his 7” Y* mers 
cauſe feſeff ſo good. And yet,what cn x ade Haceaſe ſuf 
he prove it by M Gataker, to-Dr. Gowges and M\Down- 4d Armin. 
hams _— which direQly avoweth,that M.Jat- bad, 
ker could not prove it by M. Wotton, when time was, 
and he had undertaken foto doe ? unles this be a 
good argument Sorinianiſm may be produced now ont 
of M, Gatakers works : and therefore Dr.Gowge and M. 
Downham with the reſt did not ſo determine, as = 

| L ; 
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they did, under their own hands they doe wiineſſe. 
ePag.26. Belles, © he could prove M. Gataker to be Thomas of 
all ſides Sometimes holding that the ele nd faithfull are 
cloathed with the garmnt of Coriſts righteouſneſſe ; and 
again diſputing againſt their communion and imputation 
of Chriſts righteonſneſſe. 
© WhereuntoT ao{wer. I. For that ſcurrilous tearm 
' better beſeeming ſome ſcoffiag jelter,” then a grave 
and ſage Miniſter of Cl:rift. It thal ncver trouble me 
by M.i7alker fo to b= filed; nor by aay other either 
ſotobeelteemed, it therevy beinimatedathat Iam 
ſuch an one,as refuſe not to imbrace all truth that I 
meet with on any (ide, be the ſide what it will: no 
: more theo I would forbeare, to take upa Pearle, 
whereſoever I ſhould find it, whether in the mother 
© $-nt ex Eynj; Of Pearls ſhell , or with Eſops cock , either fon the 
fercve avrus dupghtl, or in the durt. Or if he intend thereby to 
Vergilin. note mefor ſuchaone, as have in ſome particulars 
altered my judgement from what ſometime for- 
merly I held; nor dol refulc in many things ſo to 
be deemed. I ſuppoſe,that holds not 11 rme alone, 
eMecb,Mei- but io many others, which © a Divize, as well of 
nine, good, as of great , nate, is reported to have ſaid 
in the Counce/ of Dort, when it was objected un- 
to him, that ſom=thing ſpoken by him diffcred from 
- ſome clauſe inthe Catechiſm 5 Þ We are taught many 
hMulta diſciaws things when we are youe, that we make doubt of, when we 
6s _— are old. Who is he, that is careful to make diligent 
i Fatcir jeex Enquiry into the truth of things, who doth not oft 
eomum 7199 alter his former opinion ? For my part, I freely pro- 
pare felle, with that worthy ancient, that ' my defire and 
civit i [7 )fici- endeavont is to be one of thoſe, who write gs they 
—_ pens Profit, 0nd profit as they write» And I may hg 
| ? 
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ture, following * that pious pattern, if God pleaſe * 9pſculr nes , 
to grant me longer life, with ſtrength and leiſure, yon 4 | 
take ſome time and paines to review thoſe weake ip/un in ibs 
works, that I have {ormerly ſentabroad, toſatisfie me ſecurum de- 
other men more then my feclfe 3 and toamend what CES 
therein I deem my felf to have been miſtaken in; k Nullus mibi 
toexplain what I doubt may be miſtaken by others. pur /,at me- 
Nor dol account it any * ſhame or ſtaine tome, to 4 rare. 
alter in ought for the better. I hold it a point rather — 
of Ipride and tolly(ſhameful enough either of them /erentian;/ed 
both together much more ) for any man, to thinke 2797 & 10s. 
bis works blemiſhed,, by daſhing out of ought in "7s 
thew,that he finds he was deceived in when as the /audabile & ſa- 
ſt»nding of it:ſtill there is rather a blemiſh to his 7 #F4iee, 
bookes, I am, and ſhal ever be, of thet famous, tho rms = rt 
Heathen, Emperours mind : ® 7f any -24n,ſaith he,car [14andique 
in ought better inform me,and diſcover to me mine error, A 
Tſhal readily yeeld to him,For Tſeek nothing but the truth, Vide ud Aug, 
which never wrongs him that finds it. True it is, that © 9is-0vim. 
inthis point of J»/tification,T went ſometime another | x;,,; wm "II 
way then now I do; the lame that Gomarxs and ſome 45 errore jam 
other ſtill do, and betore me did ; untill upon occa- on. 
b.ec vera ſuper + 
ſion of ſome LeCtures of Dr. Grey, who ſucceeded je furiie yer- 
M.t”otton at Greſham-Coll:dge, T tell into conference [everaa eff, | 
and diſceptation with M.Zradfh.mw about itz and after PD 
many diſputes, that pafſed to and tro in writing be- [enzl placits 
tween us, wherein ſtrove ſtiffely to maintain what p___ _ 
ther I held 3 being at length by force of Arg: 1ment bi. - 
beaten from my hold, I yeelded not ſo muchto my $e».dcberefk4. 
friend, as to the truth;(as I was then,and am ſti], cer - a de X38, 
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o 173 7 '{tainly perſwaded) which to be overborne by,1 ſhall 


» % 


+ eto ever account the beſt valour, * tobe overceme by 
Philonid, | | the faireſt viory,. 
ah And yet thar phraſe of being cloathed with ihe robe 
Fr Gre. 4 of Chriſts righteonſneſſe, whether 1 uſed it before or 
werizae vin Fince, 15 not materizll, For neither do I now reject 
G—_ _ it, nordoth it croſle ought,that either [ or they, with 
5i.laweft, baud WHOM I now concur,hold ; being found frequently 
-  1n their writings, and*acknowledged by them : 
=_ _ ſince that I maintaine ſtill with them, as alwaies I 
Cr.0ked Poſe, d1dz9 no Other righteouſnes, whereby we are juſtified, 


r.p.180- thatis, diſcharged of the guilt of our fins in Gods 


q See before. ſight, but what accrueth unto us from Chriſt, and the 
I_ fatisfation made by him unto Gods juſtice for 


r2 Cor.5-2T» them, according to that of the Apoſtle, r Him that 
knew #0 ſin, did God make (in for us ; that we might be- 
come the righteonſneſſe of Gotl in hin, 

As for communion and imputation of Chriſts righte« 
oxſnes , how farre forth I either maintaine or deny 
either; (for M.}Y/alker runs on ſtill in generalities, and 
after his blundering manner jumbles things toges 
ther,as if communion and imputation were either the 
ſame, or of equall.extent , and the not acknowledg- 
ment of the one therefore a-deniall of the other) 

; Elenchus Diſ- MY © works ſhew, that are extant : whereinif either 
put. Fr.Gomari: MI alker,Or any other, ſhal in friendly manner con- 
& Diſc" vince me of any miſtake, t heſhall dome no ſmall 
tDebere w. Pleaſure 3 as conceivingit® a greater benefit tomy 
awtumprofi» felfe, to have mine own errors by others diſcoyered 
tehor, ami. to me,thento be an inſtrument of diſcovering other 
ſuggerenti. Lud. "SONS . 
Free: peſuindug Civ.Dg, If &re me ejus futur.m profiteor, qui candid? caftigatit, Zinter- 
tin, promulſ. erite u Kptloorre 6ncelz dparriuare t$y x51 18 andrea Denucris. & Iſocras. 
$50d.s. 13. Amon, melia. L1-9;58, 
| mens 
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mens crrots totherns ſince that,(as ke ſaid ſometime | 
of things amill- x between man an wile) 7 by the * Fiimu rcoris 
one I may help to * inend my brethren, but by the RR 
* , ut ferendurn 
other I may be amended my (<1f. ef}. qi tollit 
Mean while, fo far am 1 trom being Thoxzs of iti, inxorem | 
all ſides in ſom? ſenſe, that I proteile and ſhall deſire — | 
rather in ſome kind, to be Thowas of #9 jt:7e, For l eſe melivrem : 
love rot ſiding in Gods Church, among Chriſts Mini- _ arro.Gel, 
ſters eſpecially. Love not, 7 am for this man;and 1, 254008 | 
ant for that mon:I am for this ſide, and I am for that ſide, *” iy*uzri 
: The Apoſtle himſelte liked itnot. I love not hol- >... box 
ding the faith of Chriſt with reſpe@ of perſons.”an other bp 
Apoſtle forbids it. Ilovenot, that any be tied to £y=*%35, 
follow any one man,or any number of men whatſo- or bona" 4 
ever,,in all things, © The Apoſtles themſelves re- 5 a> &ma- 
quireditnot, in matter of fat 3 nor may any now **5=: _= 
living in matter of faith. Hence proceed 4 ſchiſmes —_ 
and factions, and uncharitable cenſures, many times bre/-84. 5 43+ 
of thoſe as unſound, that are, it may be, more ſin- _— _— 
cere, have atleaſtas good a ſhare in Chriſt, as thoſe Cain. 
that ſo cenſure them, And ſurely, if the words hereſie Rom-16.13. 
and bereticke were rightly underſtood,or if they be ho or 
ſo taken(as I ſuppoſe them to be conſtantly uſed in 4: Cor.3.3. 
Scripture 3 nor doI thinke that the contrary can be yo A 
eaſily evinced) the one for * faZion, the other forf a _ —_— 


faFiows perſons none, I feare, will be found more 14-& 26.5. & 


truly guilty of hereſie,, or better to deſerve the title 772%, 1.18; 


of hereticke, then thoſe, who (therein concurring 19. Gal.s.z0. 
with the Papilts, whom yet they profeſle moſt to { Tir-3-19- 
abhorre) are ſo proneto condemne all as bereticks 
and tainted with hereſgo1n their ſenſe, that is, as men 
cut off from Chriſt, and having no intereſt in him, 
who do not inal matters of practiſe comply,or in all 

L 3. > points 


( 85) ane. 
ine concur with _—_ enter int _—_ 
onmts _— be: 8 let wy ſoul Ws my __ Or 
Wi d.let me never r {hail ever t any par Z 
| _ ither1s 1t,no the ſleeve © <£cremans 
| ſecret ,Ne faith upon i-nttoany mee: nely 
g Gc 10to _ to engage "> Pen men of d whatſocver 
ye © -r hea of 
Parry $ OP1N010N , (t it hand over he or yet again 
OT Men ST 4h to aim intain- - 0 - krthat 
epted” as dand maint: by the ligh 
| ew. 4 ſhall hol —_ which She ale de- 
242769 he or th or reject any lend me] ſha iſe nevcr fo 
EO 2a, ro _ be pleaſed F by tho otherwiſe 
Cty * A d (tha 2 SO an 5 . 
a ay My C0 , writng is ſomewha 
2doraegirep 1 {cry im the niound. : M. Walker IS icke, 
X. 'P Aby%i_p SOFrU et heret 
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£1.13 MINE _=_ dol rare brethr: —_— thoſe, 
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quandiu Fic love. : but thatI m impertection : 
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was not p:rmitted him, yet for the publike , what 
he might 5 this expenre of pretious time, (which ® he 
would elſewhere ſeem to dainty of ) of necc flity 
now waſted in debating theſe matters, might very 
wel have been ſpurcd, and much more profitably 
been ſpept otherwiſe, 

Howbcit MH ler: charityeven in his prayer eould 
pot keep it ſelfe trom diſcovery of ſome inward 
rancor mixt With a lirtle tang atleaſt of vain-glory. 
For * bzs laborious neighbors, (fait!: he,meaning him- 
ſ-1f; tor I know no other that complaine of any de- 
f-& or defau't in me in this kind towards them)who 

ſpend therr time in better (tudies, then writing of Treati« 
ſes for unlawful gaming and carding, and bediubing 
margents with many quotations to (mal purpoſe,but onely 
for oſtentation of much reading. 

Torither of which imputations, I ſhal ſeverally 
and reſpectively return [ome ſhort anſwer. | 

For the former, 1,T doubt much, whether 44.1 al- 
ker ſpent :is time ſer in this and the like railing 
and reviling InveFives againſt his laborious brethren, ,<......>.. 
thenT did mine in writing of that Treatiſe 4 which ho prefixed to 
yet had 1 not publiſhed , had not the iniquity of *b< Reader. 
{ome, therein not wholy unlike M, Walker, enforced 
me thereunto. | 

2. The Treatiſe 1s of the naiure and uſe of lots in ge-+ 
neral : and the ſcope ot it, to remove,as wel the ſu- 
perſtiticus practice of themin one kind , as the ſu- 
perſtitious conceit of them in another, 

3. If any game thereindefended , as not ſimply r Legauy Au- 
evilin regaid of a Lotin it, yea or otherwiſe, be by Fo — 
M.iWatker deemed utterly unlawful, let him by evi- 791511: & xe. 


dence of argument evince the ſame ſo to be ;and he /p1fo Bubn- 
(hal ford? reddita. 


0 Pag 26. 


þ Pag.27. 


(88) 
ſhal thereiny doe more then by any other, thatl 
know, hitherto hath been done, Mean while, let 
M.Walker give me leave to tell him, thatI donot be- 
heve him, nor beleeve that he is able to make his 
word good, thol am not ignorant, what he hath 
bragged of his abilities ſo todo. 

For the latter, to wit, my courſe of quotation: 1.1 
may wel, I preſume, defend my ſclte, by the ex- 
(BiCoNinn amples of many, of much more worth and eſteem, 
Ti $44,605 28 WE! for godlines as for judgement,then either my 
x otmcrous | ſelfe, or M.Walker 5 that f living Library of all good 
Pim ſeLongins Iterature, Dr. Reyoldr, among the reſt : nnleſle 24. 
Emap.in Por-\ Walker be able to prove the practiſe unlawful. 
phyr.cui'i But 2.1 ſay onely, that howſoever for the #ſe and 
—_— end of it; he be pleaſed to cenſure it; I hope, there 
Fry Zyeaue. Wil not want others, whoſe judgements may wel 
weigha little more at leaſt with me, that wil ap- 
prove of it as uſeful ; and make a better and more 
charitable conſtruction of it.Uigpot thank me for it) 
then he doth. And 3.it may b& if ſome quoted the 
Authors they alleadge , and pointed to the places 
they relate t91n them,their evil uſage of thoſe they 
deale with , would the more eaſily be diſcovered. 
Howſoever,I ſhal chooſerather to have my Margent 
ſo bedaubed, then my Text ſo fiuft as MWalkersis, as 
welin this asin ſome other his writings. 
Laſtly, I demand, what either this or the former 
1s tothe matter in hand, or the cariage of the buſi- 
' 3T6k;m1ner reſfle between M,Walker and M.WWotton : Or what oc+- 
Jo 0 caſion M.Walker had to be girdirg here at either; 
SE BOTIO. unleſle ir be that his fingers itch to be picking of 
&127eiCer,3 new quarrels, tho they nothing concerne him or the - 
y &r 1he,;, Preſent occaſion, Or that z being conſcious to _— 
C149 c 
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ſelf of the badnefſſe of the cauſe ke here deales in, 
he is loath to keep cloſe to it,and willing rather to 
run out into any other thing,tho it have no relation 
at all thereunto, 

Howbeit, notwithſtanding M. Walkers laboriow 
emplcyments, he wil yet, it ſeems, filch a littie time 


from them, tocxamine M. Gataker upona few inter- 


rogatories 3 * which unles he can anſwer with credit, he «Pag.uy- 


wwſt of neciſſity for ever hereafter hold his peace, and 
bluſh as oft as he thinks, hew by his defence of M.Wottoms, 
he hath uccujſed and defamed himſelf, 

But here M. Walker much miſtakes his marke,and 
ſhoots at randome. For my Relation, which he pre- 
tends to refute, is not M. Gatakers Deſence of M-Wot- 
ton,but M-Wottons Defence of himſelt: nordid either 
I, orany of thoſe that were joyned with me in the 
meeting related, undertake to defend M.#Yottor as 
one free from all error, but delivered onely , what 
we thought of M.#/ottons own Defence of himſelf in 
regard of ought that M. Walker had Jaid to his 
charge. Nordoel therefore conceive, either that I 
ſtand upon me credit engaged to anſwer to all M: 
Walkers Interrogatoriesz or that M. VV alker hath any 
du powerthus to bind me over to fence and ſhame, 
upon my refuſal ſo todo, 

Yet letus ſee what they are. 


The firlt is, * 7hether it be truth and honeſty to ſay, * 952-27: 
that © all the eight Miniſters with unanimous conſent cRelat.p.36- 


generally reſolved and pronounced, that there appeared 
not to them either hereſie or blaſphemy in ought that M. 
Wotton was by M. Walker convinced to have delivered 
or maintarmed « when rf naar ſhews that they 


»tdled onely with his Expoſe ticns,and not with his here- 
M | ticall 


4 Relat. p38. 
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tical and blaſpbowons ſpeeches,in which ae parallels bins 
with. Socinus the beretike, 

Toall which [ ſhall eaſily anſwer ia a word, that 
if that which he hererelateth as mine, be the ſame 
in effet with what is* teſtified under the hands of 
D.Gouge and M.Downham(as it is evident that it 13)the 
untruth and diſhoneſty mult be charged upon them: 
who, I hope, wil be better able to acquit themſelves 
in this buſiaes of either; then he that ſo ſhameleſly 
chargeth them therewith. 

As for that , which he addeth, to diſprove it, of 
Expoſitions 3(which word how it came into the ſab- 
ſcription, ſuppoſe, no man ſurviving,unles himſelf, 
now knows; Jand of ſpeeches heretical and blaſphemonr, 
(words of courſe with M. Walker) wherein he paral- 
leld M. Wotton and Socinus; enough before hath been 
ſpoken to ſatisfie any reaſonable Reader ; tho not,it 
may be, M, Walker. 

The ſecond queſtion is, * Whether I think, that M. 
Wotton renouncing the Law of God and the righteanſuer 
thereof performed by Chriſt in owr ſteed for our juitifi- 
cation; doth not in ſo doing deny Chriſts ranſowe paid, 
and ſatisfation made to Gods juſt law , for our redemp- 
tion-aud for remiſſion of our ſinnes, 

To which I anſwer as briefly , as to the former 3 
thatit appeared not totheeight Miniſters by ought 
M.#alkes produced, that M. Wotton held ought in 
this particular,that did neceſlarily infer, what Mg7al- 
ker thence concludeth, | 

And let M.7/ ker give me leave here,if I may be 
ſo bold to miniſter a croſle interrogatorie to him 
to wit, whether Parews, Piſcator, Urſine, Olevian, and 
the reſt of them, who deny Chriſt; righteouſues in fob 


Ing 


r 
R———_ . oo —_ - as. —_— 


(91) 
Ving the Law morall to have been performed by him ins 
ou feed » for our juſtification , do _— deny al 
ranſome paid and ſatisfaGion made to God: juſt Law for 
our redemption and the ' e11[ſ1on of our ſins, or no. and 
whether they be therefore al of them O—_— 
hereticks. But more eipecially,what he thinks of that 
ſpeech of Parew above mentioned,that * thoſe that , me 49, & 
tribe the merit of our righteouſnes thereunto , ( that Paſo. cbr. 
which direAly croficth what M. Walker here avow- Obedpoſts.y 
eth_) do doubileſly make Chriſt ſufferings of no uſe ”” nyt 
effe. Surely, if M. Wotton = no more then P@+ 
rea, (and he hardly ſpeaks ſo much)Parevs mult as 
wel, if not much rather then M.0otton, paſſe with 
M. Walker for an heretike. And if thoſe that hold as 
M. Walker doth , make Chriſts ſufferings of nowſe or 
effeF, they, one would thinke, ſhould rather go for 
heretikes, then M. ottox, who, it ſeems, is of an 0+ 
ther =_, p ky, WE Fon 
The third queſtion is, * Whether mans perfe# fPaga7ad 
ling of the Law in his own perſon, wnder aca. wr 
works, was not formal! inherent righteowſneſſe ; and 
would have made man worthy of life. Andif ſo, how 
he can excuſe M. Wotton for making faith the fore 
mall inherent fn gr of beleevers, in the cove- 
rant of grace, by which they are worthy of juſtification 
and eternal life, Seeing he ſaith , that faith under the 
Goſpel ſerves 10 all purpoſes for obtaining eternal life,as 
mans perfe# fulfilling of the Law did in the covenant of 
wo-ks. ; 
Let me give you but M. Fottoxs own words, ont 
of M. Walkers own Parallel; and there ſhall need to 
this no further anſwer. # He thas beleeveth, ({arth M. | + 
Wotton) is accounted by God to all purpoſes concerning © vv? 
M 2 ete 
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eternal life, to have done according to the covenant of 
the Goſpel, as he ſhould have been accounted to have done 
according to the covenant of the Law, if be had perfeFly 
fulfilled it. For not to ſtand upon {trict terms con- 
cerning the word Worthis : what doth M: Wotton 
ſay more here, then that which he ſaith elſe-where ? 
objeaed alſo to him by M. alker, as an heretical 
and blaſphemous ſpeech 3 ® The a& of Faith, or belee« 
wing brings juſtification and adoption, ( which what is 
it other then what the Apoſtle ſaith, Rog. 3. 23. & 
Gal.3-26.)0nely and meerly by the place and office, which 
the Lord of his mercy hath aſſzgned it, to be the condition 
required on our parts for the atchieving of theſe favonrs 
and honoxrs. thereby excluding all matter of worth 
in Faith. which yet, whoſoever 1s poſleſ(led of, belee- 
viog in Chriſt, that is relying upon him for juſtify- 
cation and life eternall, may wel be ſaid to be ac* 
counted by God to all purpoſes (to wit on ourparts 
required, and therefore to be neceſſarily by us per- 
formed) to have done as much according to the 
covenant of the Goſpel, as he ſhould have been ac- 
counted to have done according to the covenant 
of the Law, had he perfeQly fulfilled it. But of 
this alſo enough before out of our own Writers; 
and by name out of M. Pexvble ; whom M1 1lker ha» 
ving ſohighly commended, as one* by his writings 
molt uſeful and powerful to confirm. ment minds againſt 
the Wolves af this age, the Diſciples of blaſphemoue Ser- 
vetus and Socinus wil not now. I hope, condemn 
him for a Sociniax and bluſphemons beretike; and ha- 
ving * formerly-made no doubt,but that he is aſcended 
- into heaven, wilnot (I preſume) for M. Wottons 

ake. now:damn him, and throw. bim down ; P 
| | \ end 


ſent from Socinws ;, and wherein inde 
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Gs _ packing for company with M. 17etton, 
to hell, 
The fourth queſtio is in effe&t the ſame with the 
two next before-going 3 onely, to nfake ſome ſhew 
of variety, uſherd 1n with a liſt of ' zrxe and orthodox | Pag.18, 
texets, wherein he faith M. Wotton profeſſeth his diſ- 

M; Walker 
manifeſteth his extream partiality, and malignant 
diſpoſition againſt M, Wotton 3 thereby ſhewing too 
apparently, that his pretended zeale is not ſo much 
againſt Socinus and Socinianiſpe it ſelf, as againſt M. 

Wottos , and againſt the things taught by him, as 
coming from him. This he hath too too manifeſtly 
diſcovered 1n this #nterrogatory 3 ſpite and malice ſo », $a; 
blinding him,that ® he minded not what he did, For r= mr; - 
thoſe tenets of Socinus, though nntound and contai- 5,745; 6xa- 
ning in them ranke venome, as he meaneth them, Cogb» Hageioz, 
and manifeſteth him(ſelfe ſoto doe, wherein M.Wot- or - 
tor: profeſſeth to diſſent from him 3 theſe M. walker, ES 
ſetting a faire gloſle on them,contrary to Sogznws his ©: 30 , 
ownintendement in them, ailoweth and avoweth 77#,v7 . 
Ta \ es 
them for ort bodox and $rue, yonrus PerpeTas 
For example, the firſt of themis, ® that Faith is Tt) woe? 
obedience to Chriſt; commandements; who commandeth rs To3v 73 
ut to beleeve and repent. And it is true, that Socinus, mins + da 
as *elſewhereI cite him, ? maintaines as M, Walker jr nk _ 
here ſaith that he doth. But what ſaith Lybberty: to Dee e> l 
him for it? a man whom M.alker wauld ſeem mnch »9b. iſtic. 1.r. 
toadmire, and told us ar our mecting, that he was Rf ven 
by I know not whom ſtiled Orthodoxorum ocellus. A——_ videt, | 
Yhereas he ( to wit Socinus ) ſaith ( ſaith Lubberins) n Progr [iz 
23, to -p.48. iſt. thy carr, cit, Fi 
Gas pragh enebiath eters pgs Vn et nf 
M 3 that 
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that Faith is to do thoſe things that Chriſt hath enjoyned, 
r Dicere, film it is falſe : x to affirme it tobe ſo, is to be ſtark, n1d, So 
qc free by: Lubbertxs his cenſure, not Socixxs onely , but M. 
Ig dm F/alker alſo ſhofld be no better, Again,! He tercheth, 
qued, 1-/anite. that to bil:zeve Chriſt and his words, is to obey bim. We 
[Deos chrifls deny it- For obedience is an effet of faith. he crreth there- 
eju/que verbis fore, that holds Faith and Obedience to be all one. And 
cr _ n_- yet again, * Firm ſtands that , which Bezawrites, that 
rk neganue. Faith cannot ſignific Obedience to the Commandements. 
Obedientia evim 'T hug Lybbertns, one of M Walkers own Oracles. And 
94f-3nj* indeed what did Svcinas hereby intend , but to cut 
comeniit fidem off all relying by Faith on Chriſt, as having paid a 
& cbedicnion price toGod for our finnes, or ſatisfied for them by 
wy 01 : bis death? yet this is M- Walker pleaſed to blanch 
t Firmumeſff, over; as if he conceived his meaning to be nothing 
rap /6"!- elſe, but that in beleeving and repenting,we obey Chriſts 
poſſe mardato- cormmanderent, who ® commandeth ws to repent and be- 
rum obedientian Jeete, And ſo is content to let it paſle for currant, as 
fenif "1 I% atrue and orthodox tenet in Socings, becauſe M. Wot« 
f.$74.col.2, : ; TOR 
x Majk.1,15, tor: diſlented therein from Socinws; though condems- 
ned by Lubbertus (yea by whom not ? ) for a groſle 
error,and in his intendement very dangerous, 
The ſecond point , wherein M.#alker affirmes 
M. Wotton to depart from Socinus, and which he 
472g.20, affirmestobe true and orthodox, is 1that Repentance, 
| which comes not but by Faith, is the means to obtain for- 
givenes of finnes, which Chriſt hath brought. But he 
deales here with Socings, to help him out, as he is 
wont todo with M. Wotton, to procure prejudice to 
> Anfverrs 19» For hetakes part outof one paſſage,and part 
Frror.2,6 4, Out Of an other, (as M. Wotton hath Þ cite4 him, not 
Reli.p 34.%& expreſiing how far forth in every particular he con- 


5. *4P curswith him,or difſents from him; but onely ſhew- 
ing 
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ing, how in general he ſpeaks not that, that him- 
ſelf doth) and ſo pieces up a propoſition , which he 
would have deemed ſound; withsll paring of, what 

ight ſerve to Ciſcover 8ocings his groſle error, 
wherein M.IVottos intended to imply his departure 


from him. For, © It js manifeſt, ſaith he.that God re- —_— Bey 


quireth nathing of us in the obtaining of ſalvation pro= Chriftumyarta, 
cured by Chriſt, but repentance and amendment of life, Pun mhil 


And,* Whereas Faith is ſometime added to repentance; pur =_— 
it is wet becauſe Faith in Chriſt Js required to the abtg;- penicention & 


ning of remiſſion of ſins, (direfly contrary to what > 1 
the Apoſtle : profeſleth) 4s wo; king ſomewhat amore 4 Peoxrentia 
ins beſides Repentance it ſelfe , that doth hereunto ap- 4ifita alicubi 
pertains but becauſe Repentance comes not but by Faith 7 nota 


. . . 4 reter ipſam 
in Chriſt. Thus he clips $0caxus in favour to him; as ——., 


he doth M.Jottonel{-where to a contrary end. And fitrin hridz, 


yet further, becauſe Lybbertus,Socinus his Antagoniſt, _— _ 


In refuting him, beates ever y where upon this, that buc pertineas 11 


before,but follow remiſſion of ſin, and juſtifications, and —_— 
b are not cauſes, but effe@s of either ,, nor the cauſe of (equendam ne» 
expiation, but a conſequent of it - and ſuppoſing $Socj- —_— 
us his meaning to be, that oyr wy mm is the cauſe filen in Chri- 
of the remi[/i1on of our fins 3 * This, (aith he, we diſatfow, [4 its peri- 


tentia COnLingite 


for, as bath a thouſand times been ſhew:d , Remilſion of 5,,;11 2atote 
fins, that is juſtification , is in nature before repentance : p.321.co.r. 

—R" (G . k e Rome3-25, 
and it is impoſſible therefore to be the cauſe of it. * For mn 

Veniuam colmvers 
fo nature ordine ſequitur non precedit.Lubb.ad [.x.c.5 p.156+c.20 Native ordine Juliſicatio eft prior, 
Ib p157.-1, e Reſpilcentia juſtificrionis effcumeſt.1b.p. 58.c 2. h Panirentiz non eft cau'a cx- 
piarimnis, ſedejus confequens, Ih.ad t.2- c.123. fu213.c.2. i Reprobamus banc ſententiam.nam,ut jam 
milljes oſter ſum eſt ,remiſſio p*ccarorum, boc eſt juſlific 1tio no{tri eſt naturs prior pevitenti4, quam 05+ 
rem hanc ejus cauſam efſe eſt ſinpliciter io Jibile. I). p,2164 ct. l.zo £:3.þ, 348: c. 2. & f 
349: 6+ 1,3, k Nonnoſtrare/ipilcentia, (ed ipgus ſacrificiumeſt vera cauſa remiſſion, Perc ator ule 
I>l.2.6 1.94274 62. 
it 
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l neum promit- 3t is not Repentance, but Chriſt: ſacrifice, that it the true 
on ave cauſe of the remiſſion of our ſins : 1 God indeed promiſeth 
— tamum pardon to the repentant 5 but we deny repentance to be 
negamu reſi- the cauſe for which God doth pardon. Here M. Walker 
gee) '"* ſtrikes in to help Socinys at a dead lift , and telleth 
- Des 1his US, Contrary to his Text , ſure without any warrant 
 pecearormwve- at all fromit, ® that by obtaining forgivenes of ſinr, 
ls lng * * Socinus means getting the ſenſe and aſſurance of forgive- 
338.c.22 eſſe. a gloſle wel-beſecming him , that profeſleth 
mPag-23. ſacha deteſtation of the very leaſt ſent or ſhadow of 
Socinianiſm in others, 

" 1bid, * The third pointis, * that faith is a beleeving of that 
which Chriſt taught, and an aſſurance of obtaining that 
he promiſed upon oxr repentance and obedience. Which 
whether it be a juſt definition of juſtifying Faith; (for 
of that here the queſtion is) or do fitly exprefle the 
office of it in the worke of j»ſtification, I leave to be 
\ AnCverrs diſcuſſed by others. M. Wotton relateth it, ® to thew 
Error-2,$5- how that inlaying down the nature and office of 
Relat. p,253,6, Juſtfjing faith, he goes an other way then Socizns 
doth; and further then Socixxs either doth, or can, 

holding his own grounds, follow him. who indeed 

thus defines Faith, to bring all home to Kepemtance 

and obedience , as 1n the former point; and to ex- 
clude Chriſts merit, and ought done or endured by 
him,asſati>faCctory for mans ſin: as appeares plainly 

by the whole comextof his diſcourſe in that Chap- 

ter, out of which theſe words are alledged. And [ 

would demand of M,j?alker, how he can free him- 

{-If from Socinianiſm,when he maintains ſuch points 

as theſe tor ſound andorthodox in Socings : and what 

cenſure himlelf would hape paſt upon an other.that 

ſhould have thus blancht and verniſht over ſach 


Aſſertions 


- 


\ 


| 
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Aſſertions of Socinn:, As alſo I would know of him, 
with what face he,that condemnsin M.otton as he- 
reticall and blaſphemows poſitions , theſe propoſitions, 
? To beleeve in Chriſt,zs to truſt in Chriſt, and to reſt ow # Pacall, Error, 
him to have his heart ſetled, and to rely wholy and ongly * uu Po7s 
on hims, and , This truſt is ſuch a faith as maker us reſt 
pon God for the performance of his promiſe; doth now 
pronounce Socines his definition of faith, ſuch as you 
have heard,to be trye,0rthodox and ſound. But here- 
by any party, not extreamly partiall, may eafily 
judge what ſpirit this man is caried with through- 
out this whole bulines. 
For as for his twenty times ſodden Colewsrts, fo 
oft ſervedin, of 4M. Wotton! taking the word Faith , y,,.x. 
in the Apoſtles words in a proper foaſss Chriſt: fulfilling 
the Law for us in onr ſteed > Faith being the condition of 
the Goſpel, &ctaking out MW alker: fillings and glof- 
ſes ſetupon them, which concern M.Fottow no more 
then himſelfe 3 enough before hath been ſaid : and, | 


if MW alker can prove them to be heretical opini- 
ons, many ilJu —_— ſtars, belides M.Wotton, alllby 
a Þlaft of M. 7Valker: breath,” as by » the Dragoms r Apoe.rs. 4, 
taiTin the viſion, be thrown out of Heaven, and not 
ſteak down to the ground only , but even hurld | 
into Hel. 
His firſt queſton is , *3phether M. Wotton deny not (Pagzg; 
the free covenant of Grace, when he holds , that God co- 
venmti mot 10 juſtifie and give life, but upon a condition 
performed on our part,equivalent for all purpoſes to mans 
ing of the Law in ” own perſon in the covenant of 
Wor ki, 
To which briefly, x. Tocovenant togive a thing 
upon ſome condition may _ impeach the free- 


neſſe. 


1 I I—— 


8 Marke 16.16, 
John 3.15,16, 
18,26, 
ARs16.31. 
Roi. 10-94 
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weſſe either of the covenant, or of the gift; as to co- 
venant with one to give him a ſhilling,that you have 
let fall, lying on the ground, if he will but ſtoop 
and take it up.And here by the way to ſatisfie (ome, 
who cannot endure to heare of any condition inthe 
promiſes of the Goſpel 3 which yet aret every where ſo 
propounded : let it be conlidered, that a gift or 4 
promiſe may be ſaidto be free,or not free divers waies 
and 1n divers reſpects - 1. Free in regard both of 
condition and of cenſideration.By conſideration under- 
ſtanding ſome valuable confideration,as in common 
ſpeech we uſe to ſpeak, and ſoit is abſolutely,every 
way free. as if I promiſe one to beſtow a book upon 
him and to ſend it home to him, and ſo do. Here 
being neither condition nor conſideration interpoſed. 
2. Free in regard neither of condition,nor of confide- 

ration. as if I promiſe one to give him ſuch a book 
of mine, if he will give me another of his in lieu of 
it. for here is both condition and conſideration; which 
both concurring deſtroy the freenes of it. 3+ Free in 
regard of covſideration, the not free in regard of con- 

dition. as if I promiſe to give one ſuch a beok gratis, 

if he wil but cal to meat mine houſe forit z ſuppo=» 

ſing that I dwell at next dore, or neer to him. Nor 

doth it derogate ought from the freexes of a gfe, 

if it have been promiſed upon ſuch a condition; and 
the promiſe made good upon the performance of 

it. no more thena Princes pardon would be deemed 

lefle free, were.it granted upon condition of taking 
it out, andthat free alſo for any todo, that wil, of 
free coſt, without fee. or his alms, were they pro- 
pounded and publiſh:d to all , that would but re- 

paire tothe Court for them. Nor doth _ 

| there« 
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therefore neceſſarily denie the freeneſſe of God: grati- 
0ws covenant , if he hold juſtification and life eternal 


not to be promiſed therein but »pon condition, So M, * i ul cena 
1 4 ' þ © c 110 ”e = 
Fox anſwering tho'e that might obje& that to him, Aringan- Da 


that AM. Walker here tO M.Wotton. * If God's promiſe pron (ſu quo + 


be reſtrained to certain conditions , how ſhall we main= "*2r1witam 
: Dei miſericov* 


tain with Paul the freemes of Gods mercy, whereby he frees 1; , 
l juſtifyeth a ſinner £ * Tes, ſaith he, 7 deem and deter- IS 


. . . . | us gratis per 
mine _ - - be _— =_ in Chriſt, albeit this ſal +> 4 
vation by the merit of Chriſt be not derived unto us but ca: ingiunt 
wpon a Certaine condition. And M.Perkins before re- D* Chriſt. gras. 
cited : ® The condition of the covenant js by grace , #s - ; if. p.2z7» 

mo vr) qua 
wel as the ſubſtance. W hereunto ad M, Pembles reaſon: mixin? grai- 


that therefore*this covenant is a compa@G of freeſs mer. "©" D*1 miſe- 
riccrdiam in 


oy, becauſe therein life eterna't: grven to that,that beares Chrifto & cenſes 
not the leaſt proportion of worth with it. & ftw. cum 


2, That this condition is * 641th, the performance ©"; /« bee 
whereoc 1s as availeable for our good, as perfe@ 0+ rm is 
bedience at firſt had been 3 if it be a bereſie 3 why ſub certa qua- 


doth not M, Walker require M.Pembler,if not bones, ca 


yet books tobe burnt, as containing in them hereti- tur. 16id, 
call and blaſphemows doctrine ? at leaſt why doth he 7 Reform-Ca- 


Y . h *TL [ 
not arraign and condemn him for an heretich as wel —— 


*$$ M, Wotton? forhe hath, as hath been ſhewed, juſtif. Ditfer.z; 


Real. 1. 
the ſame, *Plea for grace 


As for the word Equivalent here, itis not M-Wot- $c8.2.chap.r, 
tons, but M./alkers tearm. whoſe ſpite and rancor P3:- 
againſt M. eotton is ſuch , that nothing of his can — _ 
fairely patle through his fingers. To be equivalent, y Fideano in 
thatis, equall in worth, and value,is one thing;(and 4/«pratioe 
yet I might tel M4, Walker that 7 Chryſoſt ome [ticks not — = 
to affirm, yea ſtifly maintains, that Faith in Chriſt is Luc. (crips-n.z, 


of it ſelf a more excellent thing and of greater *333;*7:G, 
Anmadu, Rs 


N 2 worth, pe3s 4 
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worth, then ebe keeping of Gods Commandements ; as 
ſhew, but diſallowing, elſewhere; and yetis he not 
therefore deemed or condemned for an heretick: ) 

Tn 35" tobe reckoned or counted by God unto man ir the* 

2 Thel.t.g,t 1 Covenant of grace to all purpoſes, in regard of ought 

which places that God requires on his part to be performed, tor 

abut eSburg attaining of life eternal, .as if he had in the other 

meritand covenant kept the whole law, is another thing. I 

worth of ſuppoſe M. Watker is not to learne a difference, and 

BellarmJe ju. that a vaſt onetoo, between £597) and <{wdiier jg 

fificl.y.c.2 Greek. 

and Koſs Theſixtqueſtion is,* Whether M. Wotton affirming, 

a Pag.28,29. that, If we be freely pardoned, then our ſins were not pa- 
niſbed in Chriſt our head and ſurety,doth not deny Chriſti 

ſatisfaFion for ſin. | 

To this [ avſwer. he muſt (hew firſt, where M.of- 
fon ſo ſaith, For theſe words out of M. Wotton he 

bRelat.p.1g. never yet produced. Read®/he Perallel Error 7. & out 
of M. Wotton whatis there alledged 3 and ©M. Wot- 
tons Anſwer to what is there alledged by M.Walker 
outof him : and you ſhal ſoon 'ſee how M. ker 
here deales with M. YVotton, 

i Pag.29- His ſeventh queſtion is,* Whether M.7Votton be not 
gxilty of heretical tergiverſation and groſſe contradifion 
in ſome paſſages. 

The man, you fee, can not ſpeak of M.7/Yottox, 
but he muſt needs ſpit Fier and Brimſtone. Every 
thing is either heretical or blaſphemows in him. But am 
I, or rsany manelſe bound to reconcile whatſoever 
contradifFions are, if any be,or may be found in M. 
VVottons wrinings 2 Or is every one that is taken in 
groſſe comtradiGions, of neceſlity thereupon to be 
condemned for as heretick? But in this alſo M. Wol- 


ker 


C Ibid, p.34- 
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ker may as wel be beleeved, as © where he pronoun- © Tn his Woolf 
ces 'the like of M. Bra4ſharws book. Were M. Votton — —_ 
alive, he were beſt able to reconcile his own ſcem- © 
ing differences, and indeed, for the moſt of them, if 
not a!.he then did it himſelfe. 
For the firſt, which * he citeth out of my Defence, fPage2g: 
as he tearms it,though out of his own Paral/cl,and M. 
VVottons own defence indeed. he might, if he had but 
put on his ſpe&acles, have found it 8 in the very ſame 
place aſloiled3 that his diſpate being of the formal 
cauſe of juſtification , or that whereby we are made 
formally righteous he denieth any end or uſe of Chriſt, Þ1b-p22.n.2. 
righteouſnes imputed to that purpoſe, but! he de» i1b.p.zr.n,r, 
nieth =_ the 1mputation of it , as the meritorious cauſe 
thereof. 
Whereunto, tho ſufficient to take away the ſce- 
ming contradiction, I ad yet further what I touch- 
ed upon out of * M. Bradſhaw before , and I find in & Prefice to 
himelſwhere, thattho he deny 7mputation of Chriſt, T*<x-of juſtit, 
riehteowſnes taken 1n a ſirifer ſenſe» as mary in this 151 —_— 
argument would have it; yet taken it in «larger ſenſe, \; qub juſt 
for that which is reckoned to a man for his ben=fit, ria" Chriſti pep 
jo far forth as it may in that kind be uſeful unto 4 me, 
him, ſo he denies not the 1mputation of Chriſt righ- (6 
reouſneſſe to mans juſtification. For thus I find in cer- = Si qui Chriſt 
taine Theſes of his written in Latine of this ſubje&t. / Lge og 
Yo * If any man hold C briſts Righteouſnes to be by way juſlitiom 0/1 
of merit - he efficient cauſe of juſtification, Tam wholly of C—_— 
hs min. _ _ [i 
2.®[fany maintain not Chriſts Righteonſnes to be our IE 
formal Righteonſnes, I have no controverſie with him. 5 1u{tivie Cri 
A , 2d beneficium 
3.* The imputation of Chriſts Righteouſues to our be» 


g Relatep.zt, 
22, 


110put.t19130m 


weſit 4 acknowledge and profeſſe. 29 d2n0'co& 
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o Non mibi uv 4. * It never came into my mind, not ſo wuch as in 
NE _ dream, to deny, that we are juſtified for the righteouſnes 
quidem , venit of Chr iſt, 
n:gere,orpry- As for what M. Walker ? addes out of M-VYottoxs 
wks ar Eſſaiesz they were written after our weeting,as 1 hime 
p Pag-2g, felfacknowledgeth 3 and therefore nothing concern 
4 Pag-24, either ns orour cenſure; nor for my part didI ever 
ſee them, nor know what is in them. and yet what is 
it, that M. Walker thence here alledgeth ? Th .t in 
Scripture there isno mention of Chriſt; merit. Which 
if he ſpeak of the word werit, who wil, or can deny 
the trath of 1t? yetit will not thence follow, that 
M.V Votton theretore denies the thing thereby lig« 
nified , ( the rather ſince that he uſeth the tearm of 
meritorious cauſe applied unto Chriſt and bis Rrghtes 
oxſnes (0 frequently himſelt ) no more then, that Cal- 
r Cal-in.Inftit. vin denied the Do@rine of the T init;, becauſe y he 
(i9.1.c,3-S3- acknowledgeth that tearm not to be found in Gods 
VVord 
Tothe next *!ikewiſe he might have found the 
{Pag29. ike ſolution, in the very place # whence he had it 3 
: Anſwer to it he had been pleaſed todeal but half ſo kindly 
_ with M./Votton, as he dealt with Socinus. For,why 
ibs :7. Mmaynot Faith, tho taker properly , be faid to juſtifie, 
not per ſe, or of it ſelf ( tho Bucer, asIhaveſhewed, 
u Fre at. - wh ſo alſo ſay) albeit the word Faith be there properly 
Paulin. Fr. ta ken, where it 1s i1aid to be 3ypated for Righteonſne:? 
x Ad dicey', not for it ſelf;a *M VYotton himſelt expoundeth him» 
Luv, cum Bert. ſelf, but for Chrift,on whom it relies 3 as hath formerly 
been at Jarge related. | 
SPrpege For, what? is added of Imputation, is coincident 
z 0cciiitmiſe- tothe former: but that M. Walker with his * cole ſo 
rel eran-196* git new diefled'and diſhed in again, tires out + g 


170. & {4cc.art, 
Readers, 
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Readers, and may wel overturn their ſtoin1cks, 


"The * third confiſts of the Þ ſecond and © fixt Due f Ibis, 
res; (for M.Walker loves to turn round) wherein no- ; 


thing is trucly alledged out of M.Y/otton, that any 
way croſleth Chriſt ſatisfadion made,or the price by 
him paid, for us : and ſha! thither therefore be re- 
turned again leaft by running round in a circle af- 
ter M.Walker, we grow turn-fick with him. 

The "fourth is not ſo much a contradiction found 
in M ottons writings toought uf his own, as to the 
words of the Apoſtle, Rom, 5.19. which yet unles 
they be underſtood of formal an1 inherent Righteonſ- 


nes , (however * M.IV alker tax M.Bradfſhaw for con eyeolf in 


founding theſe terms) M, ///otich contradicteth not ſheepe doa- 
, r ng.c ap - 


$ 22, 


at all, And yetis it not ſufficient to prove a man an 
heretick , becauſe he contradidts ſomewhat contei- 
ned in Gods Word, ſince that every error whatſo- 
everin any point of Divinity muſtof neceflity ſo 
do, and M. Walker therefore', unlefle he dare pro- 
feſle himſelf free from all error, muſt by the ſame 
eround withall granted eonfeſle himſelf to be an 
teretick, 
But from his Contradi@ions return we to his Que- 
ſtions again. 
His eighth queſticn, wherein he thinks he hath me 


a2.27. 


My, 
Paz: 43. 


d Pag. ;0. 


now on the hip, is f How M. Gat..ker with a good com> f Pag 3. 


ſcience can juſtifie and proclaim M. VV otton free from 
bereſte. when he wilfully ind perverſely denies the very 
form ſſence, and being of juſt:fication, towit the Impu- 
tation of Clriſts Righteouſnes, firſt ſumply rejeFing it, 
45 being of nouſe; and afterwards. as the formal cauſe of 
juſtification ( where you have the ſame colje ſerved 
youin againe)/eeing he, the ſaid M.Gataker ha, h [oor . 

ikely 
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likely extolled and confymended for Orthodox , the like 
Treatife of M.I/'V.Bradſhaw in his funeral Sermon at his 
burial,wherein he makes the imputation of Chriſts Righs 
teonſnes the form of juſtification. 
iſs packs In which words, as © he ſometime ſaid of the 
S 22, People Of Athens, M. Walker blower and bluſters much, 
I-zovuv 3% byt does little. 
poeper., Daw For firſt, I might demand of him, where I ſoex- 
ante ur Folled M.Bradſhaws book? WhatT ſpake of it in a ſhort 
Plu in m9itv gyeech before my Sermon at that time, I have for- 
a a merly word for word related. But in M./alkers hy= 
rwrzy, | perbolical language,every mole-hil isa mountain 3 
| every riveletordrilling ri], a flood or a faire river 
{ every but ſcanty or ſleight commemoration or com- 
mendation,an extolling zevery light touch,an 7ve- 
Five every error,at leaſt an hereſee, 
Secondly , whether every one that commendg a 
book in ſuch manner asI there did, muſt of neceſ. 
+ Sir Maurice (ity approve it as wholly free from all error. ] was by 
Bariler. a*worthy Knight ſometime demanded mine opinion 
in a point concerning the ſeat of conſcience, wherein 
two Divines of ſpecial note,run two divers and cros 
© M. Rb. Harris Wales» þ the one denying it a place in any natural 
in S. Pauls ex- Facultie of the ſoul, uſually aſiiyned; the other affor« 
ercie- dingit aroOmin each of them : and profeſſing my 
me ſelf todiflent fromeither , it was obj | 
- Balm from {elf todiflent from either , 1t was objeCted tone, 
Gilcad, that I had by an Epiſtle prefix-d commended the 
woike of the one, wherein that opirion of his was 
fourd. to which Ithen anſwered that Gentleman, 
and fo ſhal now M.Yalker, that a book my war- 
rantably for rhe main ſ{ubſtarce of jt be comended' 
as ule fu}, yea as excellent; albeit the party ſo com. 
m:in'1og it {ſuppoſe the Author of it ro have been 
| miltaken 
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miſtaken in ſome things therein contained. So did : 
M. Cappel with the ſame M. Br adſhaws book 3 albeitin 
ſome things therein he diſſented then from him, 
when fo highly yet he indeed did exto//it, as you 
formerly have 

the like ſometime with M, Eltons Catechetical work. 


to my coſtz though withall * profeſſing, that in di- ,;, 1... p... 
vers things contained in that part of it which I had jm ——_ 


read,l was my ſelfe of another judgement, 
Thirdly, what if M. Wotton and M, Bradſhaw do 
not herein at all differ, or croſle either other? but 
may very well be reconciled ? may not M. Gataker 
then at leaſt with a good conſcience commend M. Brad- 
ſhaws booke , and yet pronounce M. Wotton free from 
hereſie, when he ſaith herein nothing that contra- 
diQs that, which M. Bradſhaw is here ſaid to affirm ? 
And thatit is ſoindeed, and in M. Bradſhaws own 
judgement was ſo, may be eaſily made to appeare. 
For doth not M. Bradſhaw in his Preface plainly ſhew, 
that the word of Imputation is overſtrictly taken by 
ſome Divines, in which ſenſe M. Wotton ſeems to 
him to have denied it; whereasthe word might wel 
be underſtood in another,and a larger ſenſe,profe(- 
ling him'elf ſo touſeit ? Sothat the bare word re- 
jetted by the one,and admitted by the other, doth 
not neceſſarily imply any contradiftion between 


them. no more then S. Pax/s words, that! A mar js [Rom.z28, - 


juſtified by faith without works, doth any way contra- 


dit what S, James ſaith, that ® 4 mas is juſtified by nlam.2.24. 


works, and not by faith onely. 

And here[ ſhall again crave leave of my Reader, 
to inſert a ſhort paſſage out of ſome writings enter- 
changed b«tween theſe w Chriſtian _— k 

| 'Ot 


eard : and my ſelfe did ſomewhat ; 


—  — — 
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both, I hope, now with Gad , and agreeing in all 
thingss though in ſome particulars they diſlented, 
while they lived here. 

M. Wottos in his Animaedoerfion:, which I have 
by me, on M,Braiſpaws book, thus excepts. 

Fbe third opinion. denying all imputation of Chriſts 
righteouſnes is ſaid to be ſomewhat erroneour. Tet the 
ſame opinion held onely in that ſtrift ſenſe of inoputation, 
which the Autor himſelfe __ , and that upon good 
ground,as be acknowledgetb, is therefore cleered from all 
erromon/nes. For how can that be erroneoxs. that is held 
ox good ground 2 

To which, M.,Bradfoaw thus anſwereth : 

T ho upon good ground,as to me ſeems, you deny inpu> 
tation 3 Moat eaſe only zyet your denial of all —— | 
may notwithſtanding that be erroneous , bting grounded - 
won a /uppoſal of that which I think, is erreneavs, that 
there is n0 other kind of imput ation but that , which is 
avſwerable to that ftrict ſenſe aforeſaid. 

By which words it appeares, that the difference 
hereia between them was rather in words, thenia 
points: and that M. Wotton! error, as M Bradſhaw ap - 
prehended it, was only concerning the uſe of a word, 
not concerning any point of faith. 

Fourthly , ſuppoſe the difference were not ver- 
ball,but reall, not in words onely , but in ſenſe and 
meaning tooz yet would it not therefore neceſſarily 
follow, that 3M. 1ottor denieth the very form, eſſence, 
and being of juſtification,b=cauſe he denies that, which 
M. Bradſhaw atiirms to be the Formal cauſe of it 3 or 
that M. Gataker muſt therefore of neceſſity pro- 
nounce M. Wotton an heretick ; unles firſt itbe pre- 
ved that that is indeed and truth the forwa! cauſe. 


of 


: C =— 
| f iuftification, which M. Bradbaw bath aſſigned : 
being found onely in a ſhort Pate an= 
| nexed to his Treatiſe, " M. Walker himſelf deems to | 
contradi& what is averred in the book ; nor is it at " ook clap: | 
all in the Latine edition, and that M, Gataker alſo chap.z. n.11. i | 
- Is therein of the ſame mind with M,Brafhaw, which : wa —_ | | 
| for ought M. JF alker knowes,he may not be. of che 6a y 
Fifi jl ſhould defire tO know of M.Watker,whe- righteouſnes | 
1 ther he hold not the imputation of Chrifts affive gbe- 3, en 
dienceto be the formal cauſe of owr juſtification : and © 
if he fodo3z which, l ſuppoſe, he wil not denyz whe- 
ther he can with a good conſcience pronennce Parens ſree 
from hereſie 5 netwithſtanding that ® he denies the ez 8 
| | inputdtionof it anto juſtification, as derogatory from 9a _ 
[ the al-ſofficiency of Chrifts ſuffrings and his ſacrifice , v.81. 
p and contequently(by m—__ takesa- 
way the ore, eſſence and being of juſtification. i 
he rake comes it tO pas, ruth £49 on him 
here fo oft among his Orthodox Writers , that con- 2 
| demn M.#ottons opinions as heretical and blaſphe- 
- | mous? if hecan, I ſeenot, why M. Gateker may not 
| dothe like by M. Fotton, forought here objected. 
the argument being as ſtrong(ifnot ſtronger)againſt 
the one as againſt the other. 
| Sixtly, ſuppoſe it were anerror, and a dangerous | 
| one to, that M. Fotton maintains 5; whence knows! | 
M.Walker > or how is he able-to prove, that he holds | 
it wif: that is, againſt his own knowledge, (for 1 Pag.30. | 
that ſeems to be intimated ) and perverſh, that is,asT , , : 
conceive him, obſtinately 5 to make him * a damned gf ot 
heretick, For I ſappoſe,he wit not affime to himſelf erm. 


— 0 — RI ae 


an * extraordinary gift in rerning of ſpirits. and T's 3- 11, 
if he wil pretend, that hechſee : 


| 
' 
res it by his > \ nt — 4 | 
O 2 which | 


- 
, 


+Rom.14:13. 
1Cor.4.5. 
& 13.5.7. 


d Pag.30. 
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which is hard to do ina poiat of meer Theorie 5 let 
tim take heed, what manner of ſpirit by his car» 
riage in this buſines, being matter of pradtiſe, . he 
ives men ground,to ſuſpect or conclude himſelf to 
led by. - | 
Laſtly, ſuppoſe M, 7alker to be ſo ſharpſighted, 
and that he can pierce and peere ſo narrowly into 
M. Wotton: conſcience, as to diſcern that he doth 
wilſully and perverſely maintain what he holds: yet 
uoleſle that M. Gataker be as quick(ighted: herein as 
M 7/alker,and that he be able to deſcry in M.#ottox 
that wilfalnes and perverſne: that M. Walker doth, he 
may ſtill with a good Conſcience juſtifie M, /otton, 
_ pronounce him ( for proclamations he makes 
none) free frombereſie 3 as wel as the reſt of his reve- 
rend brethren have done, notwithſtanding all a, 
Walkers evidence givenin againſt him.ſince that*no 
man is bound to- pronounce or deem of his Chri- 
ſtian brother , on the wors part eſpecially, further 
then himſelf can ſee. | 
His ninth gueiZ;or (to cut it ſomewhat ſhorter, 
that the readers ſtomack may be the les troubled in 
taking it) is this, * How the faithful united to Chriſt, as 
their head, and mad: thereby partakers of his righteouſ- 
nes and whole obedience to Gods Law,and thereby conſti- 
tated righteous before God , can without hereticall pra- 
vity be denied to be formally righteous by that righte- 

ouſnes. | Ez 
To whichT anſwer: that firſt he preſumes ſome 
things here that are to be proved; and are (as he 
wel now) . by Divines not a few of the beft note 
not acknowledged ; as, that Chrifts Right eonſues con- 
feRting in his ative obedience is part of that — 
faithful are made righteows, Belides, 
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Beſides, that many things have the faithful inte- 
reſt in by vertue of. their union and communion with 
Chriſt 5 which yet are nct. imputed unto them 
for the juſtifying of them, or for the making of 
them to ſtand righteous in Gods ſight, The 
Wife by vertue of her: union and conjundion 
with her Husband , hath a rightto, and intereſt 
in,all that he hath, yea and in himſelf to. Yet is 3t 
not neceſlary,that whatſoever ſhe hath joint intereſt 
in with him, ſhould therefore go to the payment of 
her debts formerly contracted « eſpecially,if ſuffici- 
ent be found in any part of it. And that without he- 
reticall pravity therefore , that which M.YYotton is 
here charged with, may be held; eſpecially, unles 
we wil queſtion the ſufficiency of Chriſts death for the 
diſcharge of our ſtnsz Parews 7 his words (if he beq Ex 47. 
at leaſt of any credite with M.;/alker)above-mentio. 7: ©". 54: 
ned wil intimate yea the whole diſcourſe, whence he: 
they are taken,wil evidently ſhew, 
 Forhis tenth and laſt queſtion, the contradiGion is 
the very ſame concerning 1-pxtation, that was r for- r Pag.z> 
merly propounded, the firſt in the ſeventh qu:/tion. 

For M,Walker doth but roll * $i{zphas his (tone up c. ;1,e; gut 
and down here,uutil he tire, if not himſelf, yet his $:h1b cer{ar 
Reader. $ axum, ſudans 


mend), neque 


The queſtion it ſelf is, # Whether M. Wotton be not proficit hilum. 


poſſeſſed with the ſpirit of Socinian blinan's and. giddi- &* Epico dliquy 


beleeuer juſtified by imputation of Chriſts ſatis faitory 

obedience, a Redeemer, Savionr and Satiifier for all the 

Ele and Faithful, \ 

 Whatby Socinian blindnes and giddines M.Walker 

meanes, 1 wean not. Weule to ask, who are blinder 
then . 
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ihen they that wil not ſee? and in this kind M. Walker 
hath bewrayed too much blizrdnes in this book, As 
for giddines,1 know not,who are more likely to be 
poſleſſed of it, then ſuch as run round, like an Hors 
na MY, 

But how,or where,doth M.7/Vottor: thus deride our 
Orthodox Divines? This crime thus faſtned upon M. 

Ibid, Wotton,M.Walker thus makes good. * For in one ofhis 
written papers thuy he arguer : Tf Chriſts Righteouſnes 
8nd SatisfaFion be imputed to every beleeuer, then muſt 
every beleever be acconnted a Redeemer, Fuſtifier, and 
Satisfier for all the Ele. But this is abſurd. Ergd, the 
Antecedext is falr, 

W here firſt, I might demand of M. Walker, whe- 
ther a man muſt ot neceflity be deemed to deride 
him, whom hediſputes with, if he ſhal affirm ſome- 
thing to follow from tbat he holdeth, which he pro- 
nouncesto be abſurd, 

2- Whether this ſpeech of M, Wotton were given 
into usatour meeting by M.JYalker, as part of his E- 
vidence, to maks good his Plea againſt M. YYortor, 
which unles it were,as it was not,which may appear 
by his Paralel; albeit it ſhould contain rank hereſie in 
Itz yet concernsit not us,nor our ſentence in cleering 

« Iutex proce- MV Votton. For * what Indge is bound to ſentence 

deve debet ſecun- any man upon evidence mot produced? 


4am alegs 2. As for the matter it ſelf, if M.YVYotton doe not 
fir. © underſtand aright, what thoſe Orthodox'Divines 
71bid, mean; as? M.Walker aftirms : ſure the miſtaking of 

another mans meaning, and thereupon ſup he 


therefore,or pretending,that ſome abſmrdity follows 

from what he faith, doth not in my weak appre- 

henſion make a man guilty of hereſte. or it it - pre- 
umed | 


; (mn) On 
un ed thatit doth, I doubt much, whether M.F at. == 
ker himſelf may not be deemed one of the preateſt 
hereticks under the Sun. 
Thus much for M. Walkers queſtions, whereunto 

he ſaith * he could ad divers others. But if they be as « Pag 32. 
lietle to the purpole as theſe; (which howfoever,one 

only excepted,concerning mine extofling of M.Brad- 
fhaws book, do no mare concern me toanſwer, then 

any other of the eight) he may do wel to keep them 

where they are: unles he be deſirous to adquaint 

the world further with his eeſties ſpirit { which 

he hath ſufficiently. done here already ) albeit he 

have neither new matter to enquire of,nor any mat- 

ter. of moment, whereby to take of the eruth of 

that, which under good hands and of credit ſaffici- 

ent; hath been related. And the rather may he be 
adviſed to conceal them, unles they be more ſavon- 

ry, then what herenext en{ueth, of Þ 4 ſtinking iſſue 5 P3g32+ 
of running caters im a maſt furl bodly., anal rotten car- 

caſe, that M. G atakev Jike ajepwichres dog,hath ſcratched 

and rakedont of the grave, im writing and publiſying of 

his Relation: (in which paſlagealſo he ſhews himſelf 
turn-fick again: ) otherwiſe his Readers (to return 

his own words) may wel be forewarned, to flop their 
noſes,ere they offer to read them. | 

Hence he proceeds tocharge me firſt, as© profuſe cPage3u 

and prodigal of my reputation, in ſubſcribing to M. Wot- 

tons poſetions , that they contain neither =—_ nor blaſ= 

| — —— if my reputation ly at the ſtake,theirs 

muſt lie together with mine, that ſubſcribed toge- 

ther with me. 

And ſecondly, with * breach of picty and charity, d1bie. 
virulency, defe of bumanity and common honeſty , in 


faly 
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f.lſly ſathering that oz thoſe dead Saints, M.Randel, and 
M. Stock, and thoſe living pious men, D. Gouge and M. 
Downham, a ſubſcription to thoſe errors , that they ſaw 
wo hereſie or blaſphemy in them. All which foul impu- 
tations, which herein he would make me guilty of, 
light full upon thoſe, whom he pretends to be wron- 
ged by me,, rather then upon me, who reſate but 
their teſtimony under their own hands. For if ought 
be falſly fathered upon the deceaſed , whither of the 
twain ſtand guilty of it, they that witnes the thing 
under their hands, or he that barely relates what 
they witnes? Beſides I would fain know, what virs- 
lency is, or can be, ina preciſe relation of an other 
mans words, if. there be no virulent matter or man- 
ner of ſpeech in them: or if ought be inthem of that 
nature,who ought to beare the burden of it,the Ree 
later, or the Autor. 

As for his old Cuckows ſong , -e of hj blaming our 
ſubſcription,proteſting againſt it offer to diſpute,and mine 
interpoſing (0, that he could not be heard , nor obtaine a 
copy of M. Wottons anſwers, with ſuch other idle re- 
petitionsz they have been before heard and anſwe- 
red : and do here ſerve onely to raiſe the bulke of 
the book 3 but do no whit help to prove, what M. 
Walker here intends, that I have falſly fathered ought 
upos theſe Saints deceaſed, Yea they are of much 
weight to evince the truth of that , which M.Walker 
tere ſoeagerly eppoſeth. For what needed M.17al- 
ker to have kept all this coi), and have made all this 
ado it no {uct thing had then been,or were avout to 
te done? 

As little tothe ſame purpoſe, or toany purpoſe at 
ail, is If, what he telleth * of 4 confutation of [0 much 
as 


# 


| 
F 
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4s he conld remember of M. VVottons anſwers , which he 
ſhewed to D.Gonge and M. Downham. who I hope, 
wanted no baiting by him, for what they had done. 
and that afterward he obtained liberty by a friend to 
copy them out, labouring for nothing ever more earneſtly 
then to have them publiſhed; which they may beleeve 
him that liſt : for who or what hindered him from 
pnbliſhing of them , when he had them? and thar 
he defired ſo much the publiſhing of them, to free 
himſelf ſrom thoſe _ reports that M,Gataker would now 
lay & faſten upon him.p.39-in which whole page there 
isnothing but a ſhort ſum of what was before delive- 
red; of M. Walkers charge and chalenge,and his evidence 
given in, all under his own hand;M.# ottons anſwer, 
as himſelf penned it 5 the verdif and ſentence of the 
perſonsappealed to,teſtified under the ſurvivours hands, 
and M. Walkers renewing of his charge in print, which 
himſelf wil not deny; and what fals reports of mine 
can there be in all this? orif the publiſhing of M. 
VVottons aiſwer wil free M, Walker from fals reports, 
I have therein done M. Y/alker, it feems, no ſmal 
pleaſure, and fulfilled, if we may beleeve him, his 
earneſt deſire, $0 far, he ſaith, he was from preſſing D. 
Bayly to conceal them, as M,Gataker would intimate, 
p-37. where I ſay no ſuch matter, but ſay onely of 
t''e Suhſcription , that the DoGor reſuſed to deliver it, 
whether preſſed by M. Walker to detaine it or no, I wot 
not, M.VValker himſelfe beft knoweth. And indeed 
what was itto any of us, whether M. Ialker had had 
M. Wottons anſwers, Or no 2 This 1s therefore all but 


8 704k, and duſt , raiſed to dim or daſel mens eyes, {;,,. Chry/ojt 

that they may not ſee that, that M. Walker would 4d0hnpiad co, 
fain have concealed,and kept(were itpoſub'e)from 
their fight, P Which 
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Which having thus made ſome way to, as he ſup- 
ko) Cem, poled, ( therein overflattering himſelf as* what 
Fs > bx25  Þ men earneſtly deſire, they are eaſily induced to be- 
--Lo wr " lecve) he falleth row again more diredtly upon it ; 
i Pag-33» and i tels us upon what occaſion , M.VVotton by a 

fals ſuggeſtion » Jrew D. Gonge and M. Downham (ome 

eers after to g1Ve 2 fals aettos : (for that is it,that 

he laboureth throughout this whole Pamphlet, wel 

knowing how n*erly i+ concerns him, to prove) 

nn * which M. 8teck and D- Bayly abhorred to do, repenting 
what favour they had ſhewed M- Wotton at firſt- 

| Dicizillemut« But here ſtil / 4q#a heret » the water ſtayes, and 


quidem mus ; : 
Tis: (ed aqua doth not run cleerly awa Nor is M.Walker with 


þ eres, ut aiwnt. All Ds ſhifts, able to win himſelf out. Foris the 
C Fry l.3- atteſtation ÞY M.Gataker related, and by M-Sam.Wot « 
þ: 4) 217. ,, publiſhed, truly related, or no? If it be truely 


{.2, fog. W : MN , 
Lium fuer related, then M.Gataker in relating It, hath delive- 


aftum 11,7101 : tistruz; tO Wit ha 
f afhum. in hc red nothing but wha 5 , that two ſuch 


Jul4 mibi aqua MEN haveunder their hands given ſuch an atteſtation- 
Eeret. ©wd Again, 1s the attcſtation It ſzlfe true,or no ? they that 


Eralm. 4049+ gave k ci 
ra60.m4Þ cipi gave it, I hope; wil maiatzin it to be true. and then 


2 accepit; cum HAVE 1 averred nothing concerning the iſſ#e of that 
511 aque heres gyecting « but what i3 avowed by the teltimony of 


a.m 40 uit. - 1 
— ut. 42 witneſſes, h=yond all juſt exception , and whom 


Teph.expcdivit: Mol alker Of 411 other*cannot with any rea ſon reje, 
Eft Grzcorm, heing men choſen to heare and ſentence the cauſe 


ry | 7 ai by himſelt. Who therefore, if he ſhall ſtil perſiſt to 


Troy, affirm it to be fal> 5 [ wil ſay no more, but as that 


Sui. 6 Noble Roman ſometime accuſed by a mean fellow 
propria nulla eft of a very gnlik- ly crune, * arti affirms it > SCANTMS 
exc2p1i0, Cod- , 

mier, p.11/frats 1918. 3 1.3. C3. 6 4+ n Varins Sucr® 1euſis &/E my/inn Sarum regia mrrcede cov- 


Tuprum imperi.m populi Roma 93 prodidafſe air « &/E 019106 $caurw buic ſe affinem eſſe cu'pe neg 8+ 7 


Frei credinust Val Max.l.3. 67 ex 8,6 a).mfſtit 8-6-1429 Aicogin Cic. pro Scaur. 


denies 
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denies it» Whether of the two do you credit ? ſo There, 
M.Walker the party interreſſed ſaies it 5 D, Gowge and 
M. Downham two of his Judges ( for * ſo himſelf * Pag.er,24- 
tearms then) men indifferent and unpartial (how- 
ever M. Walker is pleaſed totax them) deny it : you 
may chople whether of the two you wil be pleaſed 
to beleeves 
Thus at length M, #4/ker hath diſpatched /him- » Naiv22 nag 
ſelf, as concerning our weeting, by himſelf procured '* 29%. 44: 
and the i/xe of it. wherein he hath ſo laboured to wy eps 
vindicate himſelf, by many falſhoods inſerted into 1%: Theocr, 
his report of it 5 ad, not ſo much by recharging 4, [22544 
Votton,as by traducing his Iwdges,as men partiall and aha flicem, 
unconſcionable, and ſuch as in favour of M. Wotton 4? vertit,cum 
did what they wereeven then aſhamed of when they pr wy 
did it,and by all means therefore contended to have pboem. 1.4, Pur- 
it concealed and kept from the light and ſight of 44m? laterem 
others after they had done it 3 and laſtly by heaping hs gy 
on me a whole load of opprobrious terms, for ha- 294 nec meni- 
ving a hand inthe publiſhiog of it; that in ſeeking 5 = 
thus toſalve his crecit, he may wel therein be dee- ho og 
med, to have done no more then to have 9 waſhy is (atercm 
over a raw brick b.it , or to have ? covered wir durt per nn 
with reeking dung. fit lutulentior. 
Howbcit, tho he have thus rid his hands of our 144 2's, 
meeting , yet his ſpite and malice againſt M. i 0t0r: — x nt 
and me is not yetatanend, vir, ut Philetiy. 
For, as for my Poſcript, it is 4 ſo frivelows, that a Epiſl.Lutum lus 
ſhort anſwer wil ſerve : r one ſhort breath is ſufficient to i VS 
blow it away. And yetlet M. /Yalker who thus here * P:2-35- 
vaunteth bimſeclf,like an other \Pr gopolinices.know, | Bo =— 
a : : . ; 2 ai] P!r:81u1 uf 
. that with all his boiſterous bluſterings he hath not wm p:,aue 
ſtirred it one jot, much les blown 3t away, as he brags: parmiculam te- 


? (Foriams Pl aus. 
P 2 having ilir,r.1, 
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having not ſo muchas blown upon a gocd part of 
itz becauſe, it ſeems, he was loath to ſpend ſo much 
breath in vain, that might better be kept for ſume 
other uſe, : J 
p Va7o3 4. My t rain charge here againſt him, he faith, 3s ini- 
RON guity 3 and indeed fo* it is, tor yoaking MYVotton with 
Peter Abeilard, and with Seructus and Socings, as agree- 
ing with them in ſuch danmable and deteſt uble dotager, 
4s they beld and maintained,and for which they were con« 
demmed as blaſphemons hereticks; 4nd that upon ſuch 
| ſight grounds, as hath formerly been ſh-wed, But 
| rPag34+ YVthe iniquity, M Walker tels me,ſhal return upon mine 
þ own head. ); | 
xIbid, And why ſo? firſt, for 4beilard, * becauſe S. Bey- 
| ard (whole SaintſhipyetT ſuppoſe, need be no part 
| of our Creed; eſpecially, if all be true that our Wal- 
, In Epiſtli ter Mapes 7 reports of him ) | ſaith he held, that = 
| "ondum ediris. are not puniſhed in Chriſt, and that it had been injuſtice 
' in God to puniſh one for another, and to impute the obe« 
; dience of one to another, 
; I demand not of M;Walker , where Abeilard ſaith 
, ought of the imputing of the obedience of one to another, 
| or where Berzard charges him with thedeniall of it, 
as a thing unjuſt. tho I ſuppoſe, he would not ea- 
Gly be able to ſhew either. But I aske,where M,j/ot« 
ton ever ſaid, what Abeilardis here reported to have 
held,that our ſins are not puniſhed in Chriſt 5 or,that it 
were injuſtice in God to puniſh one for another, It he 
cannot ſhew this (as hitherto he hath not done) he 
| is (and may be deſervedly ſo cenſured) a malicious 
| ſlanderer of his brother. Howbeit, if theſe words 
of M.VVotton, which A. Walker could not be igno= + 
rant of, donct ſpeake the dircCt contrary 3 let ſome 
part 


.- _ _ 4 
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for us : we are arloned for bis puniſhment , Eſay 53.5 Error, Q 
What can be f R.Jat-p 34» 


what M, Walker charges on Abeil.rd, let any man a 0% gg 


wibil 41 05, 


M. Walker wil prove him to confpire with Abeilard, © _- 
Servetus and Socinus ina wors matter than all this; pan, tar 
and that is in the denial of Chriſts deity. For,* if they contents Thel.co 
denied in plain words the eternal deity of Chriſt ; ſo alſo ab” ne hover : 
M.1'Votton did in effe. For he held that Chriſt: ob2di- 7 Pradent, 
ence did ſerve only to juſtifie himſelf, and to bring him '* 
into high favour with Go1: ſo that God juſtifieth us by 1Pagr3435" 
him as by a favourite, only npon condition of our truſting 
in him,Now where js the infinite valour of bis Deity,if be 
neded juſtification and favour for himjelf, 

Did ever man read a charge more malicious , Or 
more {Jend=rly backt ? 

For not to queſtion again, whether Abeilard, *Pag-34 
(<which M. Walker expreſly by name affirms apart of 
him) didever deny, and that iz plain tearms too, the 
eternal deity of Chriſt ; or where Bernard,or any other 
ſaith that he ſodid; Thoit be a //z(we ſay)evento 
bely the devil; any man much more.and fo far 15 Peter 

| Abeilard 


l 
} 
j 
| 
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Abeilard from denying it in plain terms, that in pre- 
£Crede filium ciſe and ful words he aftirms it 3 ( * 1beleeve, faith he, 


—— that the Sowne is in all things coequal with the Father;to 


ſcil eternitue, wit, in Eternity,Power,or Antority,@c. 5 condemning 
ag c. withal and deteſting Arizs (whom Berzard was 
_— fl, od pleaſed to ſay he had lome ® ſavach of) as one? led by 
fl a perverſe diſpoſition , andled aſide by a deviliſh ſpirit, 
gave ae for * making degrees in the Trinity, and teaching the 
h Sagit Arium. Father to be greater than the $0n,and the Son leſſer thart 


Bern.ep.1921 the Father. "That, which it is true indeed, that / Ber « 


i Perverſo inge- . - 
wo ads, ing ard chargeth Peter to have donez(and were it true, 


4emoniaco ſe. yet were not 1N plain tearms to deny the eternal Deity 
auttzs ſpirit, of Chriſt,) but Peter flatly denies to be found in any 


hg "= writings of his; yea ® profeſſing to abhor it, not as 


k Grad ficit heretical onely , but as deviliſh 5 nor refuling to be 


ir Troitate* pronounced, ® not an heretick, ſimply, but an Arch- 
wm, Fm heretick, , if it could out of any work of his be 


a"gmatizans produced. 
men. 1M  Buttolet this paſſe, I ſay ; which little concerns 


7b1d. o . « 

| Prait ## Tri- uf, howſoever it were with 4berlard; ſave that *the 
_ grads, rule of Inſtice and equity r< quires to do every one 
9m{riutun A X 

Patremeſſe os right; and ? that we deale with oth:rs as we would be 


112 5t::1i-m: dealt with our (elves. 

'/ 11.47 0 . . * be 
4, £1 Firſt, ſuppuſe that a denial of Chriſt deity might 
Sp, fant, be neceflanly deduced irom fome Poſetions by M. 


1: .mprenti- FFotton maintained, would it thence follow that 
51, 511.9 M.VVotton denies the Deity of Chriſt? It isno good 


199. p« | , 
m Hec vcrb4 Ccn{equerice. For ſome thing way follow truly anJ 
for 114% necetlarily from what a man holds; and yet he not 
(71111$9tt.”, 

19 tam heriica quan diahd'ica, dteftor, abborges : eaque cum autore (in pavitey danno, Abci- 
lor t in aplg. n Siquts 04 27.48) c2criat 'criptis nes jolum me bereticumocrum etizia hereſrarcham 
pr ifierre 11d Irflitie eff, jas fin cuique tibuere. Cicer. d Twoontsl, 2 Cornif. ad Hepen. l.z. 
p Math, -, a2. Qindniht Fort ion 415, areri ne feerts. Alex. Ser, Hicron, ad AigJ, Bern, dc 

+ is 4 ! 


09: iT, ol, 
hold 
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held it, but denyit3 yea ſtrongly and ſtifly not in 
diſpute only, but even in judgement oppofe it, be= 
cauſe he deems the conſequence, wherby it is thence 
deduced, unſound, For example : That which the 
Lutherans hold concerning the corporal! preſence of 
Chriſt body in the Sacrament , together we e bread, 
doth by neceſlary conſequence overthrow the truth 
of Chriſts bun1ani:y. Do any of our Divines therefore 
charge them, (tho they walk along with M. talker qtogams 41h. 
in the way he here take:,n their writings agaiaſt us) Zi 4b- 
with the den:all of Chriſts humane nature 2 Or wil M. Nis -prywardy 
walker thzrefore dare to pronounce Luther an here- © aviniſiica- 
tick, as denying the truth of Chriſts humanity 2 albeit 4 9J4/mii 
we know thatevery true, naturall, and humane IIS 
body is confined to ſome one certain individuall 
place or other, and limited with ſuch dimenſions 
as all men we ſee arez which of Chriſts cannot be 
truely ſaid, if that be admitted. Yea to turn the 
edge of M. IWalkers __ the other way. By the 
ſame reaſon, from ſome conſequences of M. Rich- 
ardons, ( whoſe authority M,i/alkerT am ſure , wil 
not waive) a man may prove, that Tyrks, Tews and 
Pagans hold aTrinity of Perſons in the Deity, and the 
Evaneel:cal do&rine of Chriſts Incarnation. For what 
Turke. ſew, r Fagan, of any but ordinary apprehen- 
fion in int: lleGtuals, if he acknowledge a God, doth 
nct hold. that that God doth moſt perfely nnderſtand 
him{elf? Now M. Richardſon 10 fome Eſſaies of his 5 
wherein (directly contrary, asI takeit,to what rthe i Cor.2.9. 
Apoſtle averres 3 and yet dol not therefore account 


him an bereticke,no more then that other Noble fLorg £ FÞl.Amnew — 
Doia.de Ficſſis 


of great note, that hath laboured in the like Argu- |. ;. 4. 


ment) ke endeavours to proye,that men by the very Keiig-ctriſtian. 
light 
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light of nature and uſe of reaſon alone,may attaine 
tothe knowledge of thoſe two main mylteries of 
Faith and grounds of the Goſpe!3 and that they may 
thereby be demonſtrated to thoſe whonever heard 
of or knew them before 3 he deth from this Poſition 
as generally granted and agreed on, by a continued 
chain of conſequences, as ſo many links or rundels 
neceſiarily dependiog each on other, thus argu - 
God underſtandeth himſelf moſt perfiHy, ergo he 3s un* 
derſtood of himſelf moſt perfe@ly : ergo there is a moſt 
perfect underſtander, and a moſt perfed underſtood and 
both theſe are one eſſence. Again, & moſt perfe under- 
ſtander, and a moſt perfe& underſtood : ergo amoſt per- 
fe conceiver, and a moſt perfe conceived : ergo 4 
aſt perfeF begetter,and a moſt perfeF begotten : erg0 
a produGion of that which is of the ſame kind: erg0ofa 
moſt perfe? Somne : ergo by amoſt perfe@ Father:which 
are the Father and the Sonne. Again, God underſtan« 
deth himſelf moſt perfe@ly : ergo to be the moſt perfe# 
being - ergo he willeth himſelf as the moſt perfe& good : 
ergo ſrom the underſt ander and the being proceeds 
4 mutuall deſire of their eſſence : ergo a ſpirit or anheli- 
tw5 10 the ſame : which is the holy Ghoſt proceeding from 
both, Again, what man is there Turke, lew,or Pagan, 
that hath any regard of conſcience to God ward, but 
holds that he hath at ſometime or other offended 
God by doing unjult!y in ſome one kind or other ? 
now hence doth the ſame Autor by a Stoical Sorites, 
or heap of Ergoes,deduce a neceſlity of our Saviour 
Chriſts Incarnation, for that mans ſalvation , on this 
wile. Mans conſcience telleth him, «hat he hath done un- 
juſtly: ergo tranſgreſſed the rule of juſtice : ergo the 
eternal Law ; ergo the Lap of theeternal God: ergo te * 
> a 


E 
' 
| 
| 
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# obnoxious tothe eternal juftice of God : ergo to an 
infinite paniſhment : ergo he muſt be anſwerable to the 
ſame : erg by ſuſſering eternally, if he anſwer it in hin» 
ſelf; or by any other finite : ergo, he muſt periſh eternally, 
unles an _ p_= _—— the ſame ;, who _y 
infinite can infinitely ſatis fie with finite ſufferings : e 
he muſt oy el rnadr beleeve an Son ro fatif 
ing for him, as an infinite perſon offended by bim \, and 
-; in concluſion) zs cha oh and Man. Forto 
avoyd gn I wil cut oft the refidue of this 
train, T hus from M.Rzchardſons grounds, by M.Wal- 
kers help, there is an incomparablo benefit befaln 
the whole world, for by this means great part of it, 
though they never heard of Chriſ# , are ſodevlybe- 
gome Chriſtians. For they hold the main Principles 
ef the Goſpel as certainly, nay more certainly then 
M. Wotton denies Chriſts Deity, Since that the one 
follows, you ſee, neceſſarily (unles M. Richardſon be 
much miſtaken) from what they hold 3 whereas the 
other by M. Walkers good leave, hath not as yet been 
ſhewed to follow ſo from ought by M.Wottox main- 
tained. and yet,I doubt much, that if trial be taken, 
we ſhal ſcarce find them ſound in the Chriſtian faith 
forall this. 
Inthe next place therfore,let us ſee, what it is,that 
M. Walker, here tels us, that M-7/otton maintained, 
whereby he hath brought upon himſelf ſo heavya 
guilt as the denial of the eternal deity of the Som of God, 
He held, ſaith he, that Chriſts obedience did ſerve onely 
to juſtifie himſelf, and to bring bins into high favenr with 
God:ſo that God juſtifies us by bins as by a favourite, onely 
upon condition of our truſting in him. 
Where M. /Yotton laithall 1 , MIPalker tels us 
not 
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not : and he that twits M. Get«ker for his frequent 
quotation gat juſtly be taxed both here and elſe- 
where for a defeQt, if not default, hereinz and that 
ſuch, asrendreth him, not without good cauſe, ſuſ- 
pected of ſome jugling. For that Chriſds obedience 
ſerves to juſtifie himſelf, I ſuppoſe , noman can deny, 

Nohn 2.41.6 ſince that f our Saviour himſelf doth thereby uſu- 
$.46.35-& 18. a1ly juſtifie himſelf againſt the falſe aſperfions of 
” his ſlanderous adverſaries. Howbeitto give M.al- 
ker herein the more ſatisfaCtion, we wil preſent him 
with two teſtimonies, the one a ſtrangers, the other 
our own Countreymans: Thus then Gozvarvs, one 
eNiſ perſelts of the greateſt and eagereſt Anti-arminzan. * Chriſd, 
_—_— had be not performed perfet? Obedience, had himſelfbeen 
—_ eſſer,c+ 4 ſimwer, and to be puniſhed for himſelf. And thus M. 
proſe pumiendue. Dearing in his Lectures upon part of the Epiſtle 
Fr,Gmwdil" tothe Hebrews, * Our Saviour Chriſt, being the eternal 
Air mat. Sorene of God, through the work of the holy Ghoſt, was 
form. theſ.1%- mygele wan of the Virgin Mary,and born without original 
mes ſin; andby the ſame ſpirit filed ſtil bis manhood more 
2.9.26, aud more with grace , til the fulnes of all righteonſnes 
ms, w4 within hize, that ſo his manhood might inherit (al- 
vation , according to the promiſe , Do this, and thou 
ſhalt live. but hitherto ss be is righteous, ſo he 3s righte- 
ous for bimſelf; and only that man is bleſſed, who was con- 
ceived by the holy Ghoſt » and bornof the Uirgin Mary. 

What mare pregnant ? 
Again,that Chrift for this his obediewce wasin grace 
and favour with God,both the Evangeliſt wimetlzch, 
a and himſelf profeſſeth, * The Father loves me, ſaith 
» Toka.t0.19, DE becauſe Ilay down my life ; as * my Father hath willed 
& 14-31 we to do, and why not alſo,* becauſe I do atwaies thoſe 
* Jen 3.29 things, that are pleaſing to bize ? And that Chriſt # 


#fa- * bn 
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4 faDoxrite, to bring us into grace with God, 1 
hope no true Chriſtien,cither doubtsor denies,7God , muh,;;: 
himſelf ſo oft implying and intimating the ſame, « — 
and the Apoſtle ſoexpreſ]y telling us,that *God hath , ;yaviroryy 
graciouſly accepted ws in. his beloved. For as for the is L $yET4- 
condition of truſting in Chriſt, on hath formerly #*v-Eec{-1.6 
been ſaid: and he muſt needs wilfully wink , that «Jobs 1.1444 
refuſeth to take notice of that which ſo*frequent- 3-*$,16,1%,36- 
ly he maſt negds meet within the Goſpel, if he but = "$64 a 
ſuperficially turn over the Books of 'the New Teſts- 35, 36: & tt. 
avens not to ad, that hence Chriſtian Writers,as wel 35-25: & ts. 
b ancient as © modern, confirm the Deity of Chriſt, be- Aas 10.43, & 
cauſe weare * willed, and * faid to belceve in him,and 13:39-& 16.31. 
f þoppy for ſodoing; the very * Papiſts 2245344 
themſelves, tho againſt themſelves, applying the _ 
ſame alſo to this purpoſe. | dOrigen.in Ions 
But that M.7Vofton any where hath affirmed,that 195% 2e7* 
Chrifts obedience ſerve: for thicend ONE LY to juſt om 
eefelf, (which'comes ſhort bf what Socines himſelf 4. os 3. 
ackoowledgeth) or ts bring him into favour with Gogh ' "r* —_ 
(as if he had not been in favour with him before)is ©7+þn. catech. 
more. I beleeve then M, Fottonever writ or ſayd : 274444733 
ſare ] am, moreit 13, then M.alker gave in in Evi- yg 
dence againſt him,when he laid as wach in his charge 9+f-r3- 
as he wasable to reach to, no les then Hereſfe and : — 7/29y a 
Blaſphemy. And I am the rather enduced to beleeve bet D Cor 
that herein he wrongs M. #ottox,, becauſe no ſuch iſm. Trier. 
reſtrictive particle is found in that paſſage of M.Wot- 77:15, 
ton, out of which M. Walker ſeemeth to have pickt John 12.36 
this vile calumny. His wordsare in a Latine Diſcourſe © + *+ 
$:ited thence by M.Walker bimſelf,theſe. Al that good ph —_ == 
will, wherewith God imbraceth ws , proceeds from that # Palm 2-12+, 
. favour that Chriſt is in with God. Now in theſe things © Parelich 


" Error. 6, #. 1s 
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# that forthe moſt ;part contain?d, that he is by nature 
the Syknc of God; that he is perfetHly holy; that hebath 
performed obedience every way perfe, both by fulfilling 
the Laws and by perfelt performance of all things belon- 


ging to the Office of a Mediator. Whence it follows, that 
'- © thoſethat beltevedre graviows with Gotlalſo for the Righ- 


teouſnes of Chriſt, Whereunto Tad, what follows in 


C 
- the dic re a little after, Now Faith is, as a 


'm1ean, a condition, and, if you pleaſe', an inſirament of 
partaking this good wil of Godin Chrift: 80 the part (or 


office) of Faith is no other, then by beleeving in Chriſt and 


receiving of bim , to perform that which God requires of 
w9 to the reconciling, that is, the juſtifying and atipteg 
a 


+ ; of ms, that we may be partakers of 


lifd eternal procured for ws by Chrift: And towards the 


' © end: Although Igrant,that the juſtification uf a ſmner, 


þ Pag.39 . 


that ir the Remiſſron of his fins,is to be fetcht properly fro 
Chriſti Obedience in the ſuffering of death * yet by his 


| Righteonſwes. alſo in fulfilling the Law, T ſuppoſy that we' 


obtain: favowr with'God.. "Which words of M'Wotton; 
how.they ſute and-agree,with what MWalker would 


herefaſtenuponhim, Lleaveto be deemed by any 
-one;that hath nothiseyes,either blood-ſhot,or gall- 
_. ſhots as itiis to be feared M. i ulkers wete , when he 


eitherread that, or wrote this. 

Yea but, how doth M.Walker,from what he either 
finds in M. Wotton, or fathers on him,extraQ a denial 
of —_ Deity? A man had needof a quickfight 
indeed to diſcern that , as himſelf hereafter delive- 
reth himſelt of it, » Now where, ſaith he, is the infinite 


' valew of Chriſts Deity,if he have needof juitification and. 


; favour = himſelf e 


And is not ſuch a queſtion as this, think ye, enough 
to. 


3 4, 
to ſtop'any mans mouth,” orto opervit rather 5 arid 
enforce Him'to condemn- M. Wotton without thore 
ado for an Arian? But let us put M.3 alkers Arenment 
into form and'figure, that wemay the better deſcry 
ky pr tre ares HELY 
*  Whoſotvtr ſaith; that Chriſt-hathneed of juſtification 
and favour for himſelf; denies bir eterndl Deity, ſor he 
denies the" infinite valew of bis Deity, | 

on holtls that Chri had need of jnſtifica= 


''. Yeabut, peradventiire he had no need of either 

forhimfelf, - - 8 7 | 
Surely thoſe things, without which Chriſt as max, 
could not be, either accepted with God, or entirely 
happy 3 thoſe it cannot be denyed but that be had 
weed of, and need of for himſelf. But Chriſt as man, 
unleſſe he had been ina juſtifiable eſtate, could not 
have been accepted with' God ; nor could he have 
been entirely happy, had he not been in favour with 
God. And what wil hence follow, M. Walker may 
eaſily conceive; ifhe be pleaſed ſo todo. Which ifto 
a:knowledge be adenial of the infinite valew of Chrifts 
d:ity, Iknow not how any ſound divine, exactly 
h-rein treading in the track of Gods Word, can be 
acquitted of Arianiſm, Nor could M: FPatker do the 
arians or Socinims a greater pieaſure, then if he 
were 
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were able to prove and make good what herein he 
affirmeth. True it.is indeed,that 8 man may be ſaid 
to have weed of a thing two waies: firſt, when a manu 
wants ſomewhat ,. that is requiſite for him to have, 
when he ſhould have uſe of 1t. and fo our Savieur 

"Math 4x; Chriſt had need of meat when he was® hungry; and 

» John 4.6,7. of drink, when he was * athir(t. but ſo he never nee «+ 

& 192%. Jed any ſpirituall grace, or favour with God, Se- 

s condly, when a man can not wel be without ſome- 

what, the continuance whereof with him is uſeful 
and requiſite for him. And ſo Chriſt, as man , ma 
wel be ſaid to have bed need even for himſelf of ſu 
Righteonſner as might juſtific him;(elſe he muſt have 

9John8.46. been® guilty of ſome tin,” and? ſuch « fwwer,, as the 

2 Johe916,24 phariſces unjuſtly charged him to be 3) -and of ſuch 
faverr with God,as (hould make him,and whatſoever 
he ſhould do,acceptableunto God, 

But ſome queſtion here may wel be made, what 
ſhould move M. Walker thas to ſhape his Argument, 
when he comes toconclude it. For in his Propoſetion 
here, wherein his _— lies couched, he quali- 
fieth that, which in his Charge againſt M.otton that 

ſhould make up his 4ſaxpt:on, with a note of reſtri- 
ion there inſerted, but here omitted, he had made 
to ſound much more harſhly and hainouſly, then ag 
here he repeats it. For there it was that M. /Yotton 
ſhould hold, that Chriſt; 0bedience ſerved ONE LY 
to juſtifie himſelf : , whereas here the word onely is 
wholyleft out, as no part of his Argument. Was it, 
think we, becauſe his conſcience gave him ſome 
after-check, and told him that he had charged more 


upon M.7Y/otton then he was able to make good?Or 
was it becauſc bis own heart ſuggeſted, unto him, 
| that - {-. 
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that this was too gros and palpable a falſhood to 
faſten upon him , who every where profeſ{=th his 
opinion to the contrary, afticmiog the merit and 
benefit of Chriſts obedience to redound alſo unto uz? 
ſo in the very ſame place, as M. alker himſelf alſo 


qcites him,he ſaith, 1f queſtion be concerning the for> , P:rall. Error 
mal cauſe of juſtification, I exclude from it either obedij- 5-1-2. Relat 


Emnceo Chriſt. (to wit, both ative and paſſive.) if of p.18. 


the Efficient by way of merit,I maintain it to deptnd upon 
both... And his falſe dealing therefore therein might 
by his own allegations be eaſily diſcovered. 

Bae whatſoever it was thatmade bim thus to ſtag- 
ger, is not-greatly material. onely it maynot be un- 
uſefully obſerved ,; to diſcloſe in M. walker that, 


43 


wherewith r formerly he taxed M. Wottorz to wit, , Pag.zt, 


ſuch a giddines,procured by his ſo oft turning round, 
that he' forgetteth the zrediuev of his Argument, 
whereinthe pith of it ſhould conſiſt, tho laid down 
but two or three lines before , when he comes to 
conclude it. 

As for the it ſelf, tocleare M. Wotton of 
Arianiſm (that which the divel himſelf, I ſappoſe, 


would never have charged him with 5 but * ;bo iu /Pag.;+ 


word:, ſaith M- Walker he profeſſe the contrary , yet in 
effe@ he maintains;) I ſhal Lan to ſay monk : his 
$8ermons extant, on the firſt of S. Jokes Goſpel wil ſa 
peraboundantly plead for him, and ſhew it tobe a 
moſt ſhameles\ſ{lander: nunles that M.alker, by his 
Chymical faculty, by which he is able to extract 


every thing outof any thing, can pick Arieni/av out 
of thoſe*Diſcourſes,wherem the ſame is very eager- ' 


ly oppoſed,and as ſubſtantially refuted. 
From this freſh Charge , which had it been given 


in, 


Sermons 


3233» 
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in; when time was, and that forſtrongly backt , and 
cleerly demonſtrated,we could not poſitblyhave a. 
voided it, but muſt ofneceſſity have found M.F/9t tor 


anheretick, Seciniay or {riarno great matter whe- 


t Pag. 35. 


ther if not both:he proceedsto #the poornes of M.G'+ 
takers defemeenthiuking to excuſe MVVotton,by naming 
other hereſies of Servetws and Socinus , that M Wotton 


held nat, nor did MWalker charge him with : and plea- 
'ding, that, becauſe they were condemmed for other here- 


ſres, therefore this was no herefte : whic 


5 Was yet M, Walker 
knows to beberefie md blaſphemy 1 and other learned pro= 
Haim it ſo to be: yea MiWottons own conſcience told him 
that hit dPinions wert'tondemmed for ſuch; which for 


fear of (ume therefore he ſometimes denied and fre- 


t Epiſt,to M, 
I/otton,Relat. 
p 4 & Vindics 
p.10, 


ently contradifed himſelf, ſaying and unſaying , as 
= his Maſter ntd FOE 
Toall-which-punQtually in few words. 

1: It would deſervedly have been-expeRted, that 
M.JValker having charged M. Wotton, with * waint ai- 
ning, teaching, and infe@ing divers, with the moſt peſti- 
lent and dangerdws errors and opinions of all that ever 


the devil ſowed among Chriſtian people, the herefter of 


Servetus and Socitus , thoſe moſt dammable and curſed 
hereticks,the greateſt monſters that ever were born with- 
in the borders of Chri(ts Church; I _— having thus 
charged M:YYotion, he ſhould have proved him 
to conſent with them in thoſe-monſtrous and moſt 
peſtilerterrors of all, that ever were by them held 
and taught ; otherwiſe his evidence falleth far ſhort 
of his Charge, And ſurely one of theſe two M, Walker 
by vertue of that His charge ſtands bound to main- 


tr. and make good 3 <cithier that thoſe prodigious * 


ect:ges and deteſtable blaſphemies-of Serverzs re- 


tated* * 


x 
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lated by Calvin, (to let pas Socinus and his denial of 
Chriſt deity) yea not thoſe of him alone, but the like 
of * the Ophites,the Cainites,the Nicolaitans, the Baſt - 
lidians,the Valentinians,the Carpocratians,the Marcio- 
nites,the Manichees, and the whole rable of abomi- 


nable old hereticks, whoſe poſitions and prattiſes "- 


were ſu hideous and horrible,or ſo unclean and ob- 
ſcene, that they are notalmoſtto berelated ; yet are 
mot ſo vile and peſtilent as are thoſe errors, that either 
M.#otton indeed held, or were by M.Walker (truly, 
or falſly,ſhal be all one) obje&ed unto him; orels, 
that , tho theſe are not /o vile and peſtilent as thoſe 3 
that thoſe were none of them by the deviil ſown among 
Chriſtian people, but theſe were, Otherwile, if he wil 
be but judged by his own words, he muſt acknow- 
ledge himſelf a moſt notorious cophantz that char- 
geth ſo deeply, and ſo poorly and ſlenderly makes 
his charge good, And this,unles he wil eat his own 
words, how he can avoid, I fee not. 

2, It is moſt fals, that Iuſeany ſuch plea, that 
therefore, what M. V Votton held, concurring (as M Wal- 
ker pretended ) therein with them, was no hereſie 3 be- 
cauſe they were condemned for other hereſies. For which 
aflertion, I:here charge M. Walker with a manifeſt 
and palpable untruth : which together with divers 
others herein avowed by him, until he diſclaim and 
acknowledge, I ſhal zat deſire to have further dea- 
ling with one that regards no more what he ſaith, 

Among other things indeed, which he glides by, 


I Gueſtion * his candor, in charging M. VVotton tor * Relat» Poſcr, 
concur with Servetus in all poin's concerning the do- ® - of My 
drine of juſtification 5 when he produceth ? but une 41.34 Klar, 
ſhort ſaying of Servetz#s concerning Abrahams Faith : P*5* 


wherein 
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wherein yet M. IFotton, neither in exprefle tearms, 
and in ſen(e and meaning much les,(as I have above 
ſhewe3J)concarreth with him. and withal*I ſhep by 
{Relat Poſc. an inſtance MlWalkers iniquity and unequal dealing 
P56. therein 3 ſuch as himſclc would by no means admit, 
or endurein hisown caſe. That which M. YY alker 
being altogether unable to wipe of, he lily flips 
a7 eſtife away,and * inſtecd thereof (hitts in a ſuppoſlititious 
[jvgi/5,99 abſurdity,a brat of his own brain; todelude his rea- 
pn. = cccrc, GE, and tO make him belzeve, that M.Gataker ſo ar- 
quod --1 dic: goes as himfelt too oft doth, 
conclulerequ9l © 5, Wheeashe ſaith , he know: this (Iknow not 
Hue al, lulz. What, of M. Woitons)40 be hereſie andiblaſphemy : what 
{3.c-7: , Nheed1 ſaymore,but (as he fometime) thatherein 7 
bn ipſum beleeve him mot 3 10 morethen M. Richardſon , if (as 
convicis reſo» © before he told'us) he affermed on his knowledee, that 
_— _ — und died Tz it ſhou!d be dammed. What 
Js, 1 heknowslknownot.but whathe was abletomake 
6 Pag-26, prcof of, when time was, I know; -and menof as 
good creditevery inch ( what if I ſaid, of as great 
knowledg to in «matter of divinity?) as M.J/alker,do 
4 Pag.3,4-3- give teſtimony.thereunto. | 
Theo 43 Whatheyjangles;ſomuch;andſo* oft,of other 
Sxcinianiſm = Aptors, I leave himitotryit out with * him, whom he 
A——_— aftirms *ro.have renewed M. YVottons opinions, and to 
pa > havefilchtallout of his writings. Onely making 
p.3. & Vindic- bold to tel M. Walker, that, when he hath read over 
FE Eoifols ap. © few of Parews his works, one of the Autors he ſo 
Lodrvicun#/t» oft mentions, and by name that * of his concerning 
gemiteinium, Chriſt; AFive and Paſſive obedience , out of which [ 
pew erp have preſentedhim with one or two fmall ſnips ; I 
zecher. /;6ni am half of the mind, that he wil pas the like cen- 


——_— {ure og htmalſo for az heretick, that he hath done 
2 w16718. Co 
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upon M. Froetten. And it may not without 
ground, of probability at leaſt, be conjettared, that 
therefore he waived medling with the latter part of 
my Poſtſcript3 becauſe I therein #evidently ſhew,that £ Relat-Poſer, 
a man may hold not a few poixts held by Socinus,and © 
yet not be therefore a Socinian heretick, And I would 
but requeſt of M. 7Yalker, to tel his mind plainly, 
what he thinks of thoſe, who ſtifly hold and mains 
tain 3 that juſtification conſiſts wholly in Remiſſion of 


ſins 3, that Chriſt Righteowſnes in fulfiHing the mor 


Law is net imputed nnto us for juſtification ; and that 

God without breach of his juſtice might have pardoned 

mans ſin , requiring no Satisfaction t all for the ſame; 

whether they be Socrnian iehs, as wel as M.Wot- 

tom, Or No. to which demand if he ſhal return an 
affirmative anſwer,he may be pleaſed totake notice 

by h my Poſtſcript, if at leaſt he liſt ſo todo, what a þpage58,c0. 
large liſt of new hereticks, never before taken amo 

us for ſuch, muſt upon his doom now be taken in en. 
ranged in that rank. 

5. For his peering ſo narrowly into M, VYottors 
conſcience, as\ betore , ſohere ; I ſhal leave himto ; p.g.,s. 
render an account unto him, who*® challengeth unto & ; SmanG.p7 
himſelf that Prerogative,to ſee into mens ſouls; and | ————y 
whoſe / power therefore M./alker therem uſurps, ! : Kings 8.39. 

6, For M.VYottons pretended contradiffions , e&- A295 1:24.% 
nough already hath been anſwered. tho neither isit Romre13,13] 
my part to make them allgood 3 nor doth it either 1Cor.4.5. 
make him az heretick, albeit they benot all made 
good; or prove him conſcious to hnnſelf, of what 
M. Walker would thence infer. Howbeit if M.F/ottors 
ewe of ſhame), ns M, Walker here fates, induced him 
ano them 3 then had A.i#otton that, which 1 feare 

R 2 M. YValker 


m Pag.35. 


1 Ibid, 


8s Pag-36. 
p Pag 34 


9 Relatep.7. 


r Pape27. 


uſe, I have (to uſe M.alkers * words)be dau 
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M. W dker tog math wants 3 (1922 that oth2rwiſc he 
woul-i have b22aatrail toexpaſe himſelf fo to 
ſh:m2, as by his carig 2 in this vecy Pumblet, be« 
ſides what <1! @'12r2, he hath 1112. As for Socinys 
M.\Vottons mmifter, a> i> p'-4 2: hereto call him : 
itisnon2w thing with 4 ./d4r trenlarge Socinus 


' his ſchoole, an4 to alli z1- him (ch ollers, whom he 


liſts, more then a few,w#19 yet abhor S2cinw, it may 
be,as much as M Walker him(elf doth. 

For his cloſe, wherein he tels me, thinking there- 
by toſtop my mouth, that ® if I wil break forth into 
a further defence of M Wotton, h2 wil be as ready to reſiſt 
me; taxes M. Wotton, * for profeſſzeg himſelf ia ſome 
things concerning the point of juſtification, to diſſent 
from them all, whom he ſp2aks of; wherein he com- 
pares, him to Peter Ab:il:r4, whoin fome things pro- 
felled to diſſent from al the Divines that went before 
hin; and laſtly profeſles, in ſome g2nerall and am- 
biguous tearms,® what his faith is. For all this a fbort 
anſwer(as himſelf*elſwhere)w!// ſerve. 

1. never undertook, nor do undertake,any De- 
fence of M.Wottoy, as holding no error : whom in my 


| former Relation profelled in ſomethings to diflent 


from. that which himſelf alſo wel knew; and mine 
Animadverſions upon his Book De Reconciliations in 
ſome marginal notes (wherewith, after my wonted 
manner, in reading of Autors, for mine own _ 

my 
margent, and ſo marred my book) wileafily and 
evidently ſhew the ſame. All chat have ſaid, and 
do ſtil fay, is this 3 having witneſſes beyond excepti- 


on to beare me out therein z that M. Walker was not 


able to convince M.Wotton of hereſie and blaſphemy,nmch 
: les 
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les (as he had charged him) of the moſt jeſtil:ut here * Vtjie (ann 
fer that ever were ſowen by the devil , or had (prung up AA 
in Gods Church, in that meeting, which he himſelf bad «<.p., cru un 
procured for that purpoſe. And this,let M.17tker ihuffle © 4 29 - 
and ſhift whathe can, * I:ke a Feul in a ſcare, or; —_— 
Fiſhinanet, or awild Bullina toil; the more he 7, Lubes, 's 
ſtirres, and ſtrives and ſtruggles, the more he may 
maſh and entangle himſelf, but he wil never be able 5,4, jruſr. 
toexpedite or wind himſelf out of, For as for his 4m1e-1a.Ns 


faoul. A { I . 


Gulias Nike menacing to reſiſt me ; I ſhal ſof Vhſſes» |7" > aud 


like ſbelter oy felt under their ſheild , whoſe atte- N.omm fab. t. | 


d/!ringit vimcula | 
mtu, Exteriiatd 


_ 


flation I. have delivered , that he muſt firſt beare '3- 91p7/urmn: | 


len clypcigto>t j3e 


them and their credit down before him , ( which I ;; ,5.,, 
aſſure my ſelf he wil never do) ere he ſhal be able c<p-wmnyuetare, 
eithcr to lay me on my back, or to maintein his © cm" om- 
. X a , Ttenae [u9 ills. 
own ground, and keep himſclf ſtanding in this guy ue reu 
encounter, cr1 _— in 
F Panathea, 
2, For M. Wottons profeſſang to diſſent from them ut, 


all wherein he yoakes him with Abeilard. who thoſe todinr, s; + 
allare, I wot not, for have none of that writing, — 
out of which M. Walker relates this. nor dol find © Dt" 


that of Abeilard,that Bernard 1n this kind charges him 5; 9" 2vr0; & 


with, in any writirg of his now extant. that work of *#97/#=« ex 
Homers,qui. Il, 


his, wherein hehad it, (atleaſt he had it in any, s. 75 #,; 


for ſome books are by ' Bernard cited as his, "which w' aizw& 
he profeſles he never wrote) may be Joſt, Howſo- _ © "mg 
ever, I ſuppoſe it no ſuch hainous matter; in ſome- ;4», ui; a; 
thing to depart from all Writers known to us, that wwrlee,, 
have gone before us. Sure I am that 7univs and Tre» — ': - 


mellizs, in tranſlating and expounding ſome paſla- oak vein) 
ges of Scripture, departed from all known Inter- 9*: par. 
preters that had gone before them: as in that * place —s 


T_ map iſtri Petri. partim in libro ſentemtiarum cjuſdem reperta ſunt. Bern, ep, 150. u Nunv 
q'I liberaliquis,qui ſententiarum dicatur fi me [criptus reperitur. Petr, Abeil in Apobgax Mala«2.16+ 


of 
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of Malachz z for which thoſe of the weaker ſex are 
beholden to them 3 that in all, even the beſt, tran» 

| [lations ever before ran 1f thou hate her, put ber away. 
y 12 ein # tho? ſomeindeed of the Jewiſh Kabbiner directed 
flminbuxc tO that, which thoſe famous and worthy men,never 
eatis locum, ſufficiently commended, admitted, againſt all that 
had before them taken pains in that kind. and they 
might wel therefore have ſaid, as Bernard ſayes that 
Peter Abeilard did 3 AU Interpreters before ws thus tran- 
Stated this place: but we cannot therein concur with them, 
yet is not their interpretation, that I know, there= 
fore deemed the les ſound Yeal ſuppoſe,thatif all 
M,Walkers own , either Sermons or Aſſertions were 
ſifted,the like, O-mes al7i fr 3 Ego vero non fic, would 
be more then once found in them. He that to prove, 
the Swedes to be the people deſigned by Gods word 
forthe deſtruCtion of the Romiſh Babylon, ſhould af- 
firm that that prophecy, wherein people are willed 
4 Jerem,50.26, tO ® come from the utmoſt border,or end (underſtanding 
it, of the world; which yet is not neceſlaty) to deſtroy 
Babel; was never fulfilled in the deſtru&ion of the 
Chaldean Babylon ; ſhould therein, I ſuppoſe, cros all 
Interpreters of holy Writ that are commonly in 
hands. Which whither M, atker, as ſome report, 
haveafftirmed or no, is beſt known to himſelf, But 
ſureI am, asI have formerly touched , concerning 
the ground of wars fal, I have heard him profes 
| | himſelf to diflent from a our Divines; laying withal 
{ a very foul aſperſion - ow all that therein diffented 
| from him. Howſoever ſince that in theſe latter times, 
4 Ds:.12.4-| it bath been by Gods Spirit foretold,that Þ kyowledge 
' ſhouldencregſe; yea reaſon it ſelfe , beſides dayly 
experience telleth us the ſ{clt-ſame : for, _— 
an»-} 


— — — — — 
—— 
CC ——_— ——— —— —_ 
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ſtanding the diligenteſt ſearches of all foregoing | 
ages.< truth much of 1t remaines ſti] undiſcovered, <Feita(1ta} | 
and 4 it isan eaſier matter to ad toformer diſcove- cor, 
. h &if hi | patac multuus ex | 
ries, then to diſcoyer things at firft: they may ſee ia fuursrc- | 
moſt, that come laſt : and we find itin all other l-ar- ©#un/-Sence. 
ping and knowledge,that thole things have in theſe q Oieſeis endiee. 


latter days been brought tolight, which in former & invenwis 
ages, for ought that can be diſcryed , were utcerly 7/9741 
Y [tant. Idemep.79 


unknown;l1 fuppole,under correction,that it oughr « 7kini conv; 
not to be deemed any jult cauſe of aſperſion , it a 4 eptima.lbid. | 
map ſhal, with modeſty, rencripgat leaſt ſome rea- 7 dean wes 
ſon of good probability for his ſo doing , profes cnn 
himſclt cowp:lled in ſome things to depart from : 
all thoſe, that to bis knowledge have dealtin ſome 
argument before him : eſpecially if he ſhall withall 
(as the ſame Peter in the very ertrance to his Intro- 
duGian unto Divinity doth) profes himſelf ® regdy to g Paratus ſemper 
give /atisfaG ion in ought ſeid amiſſe by bim to any man; *(#%fattioem 
who either by force of reaſon,or by authority of Scripture, h- __ = 
ſhal thereof convince him 3 either by altering, or by ex- ery" op 
pugning it- That ſo, ſaith he, tho I be not free" from the ardrel agen 
i vil of ignorant:yet 1 muay not Incar the crime of hereſſe. ons, vel aur. 
1 For it is not amans ignorance, but his proud obſtinacy, ' Scripture 
that mak. him an heretick, Nor, mayl wel ad, were __ 
the bare proteſiion of diſſent in ſome particulars ms. ne 
from all-other Orthodox Divines preſumed in either, ©*abercis 
ſufficient to make,cither M./Yotton,or Peter Abeilard pane re 
an heretick. i Non enimiig- 
Laſtly,as concernivg M.alkers profeſiion of *his nm gf 
Faith,that [he purpoſes to live and die in.tho I know _— ſes 


not what authority M. /Yalker hath to compoſe a ins. 
k Pag-35,36. 


Creed for every one to ſubſcribe to: nor do I deem jp,7:6 
it neceſſary unto ſalvation, that every one ſhould ""y 


in 


- 
- 
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1 all things be of his belief. Yet this his form, (like 
mKow9,19%, w 1Tragik bugkin,that may be drawn on either leg) is 
<= nw 2. in ſuch general] and ambiguous tearms conceived 3 


eorip $559. (leſt he ſhould exclude from it ſome of thoſe Wri- 


«27174 Y ters, whom he crakes ſomuch of, as concurring with 


P. 
RP 


art nt him in condemning M. IF o:tons opinions for hereti« 


mentum pedi cal and blaſphemous) that M. VYotton himſelf, I verily 


— q ron beleeve,were he alive, would not refuſeto ſubſcribe 
7 mulichriſexui tO It» And M. Walker wel knows, that, were he put 


uſvparmn.$vid. tg explaine it, and to declare more diſtinly , what 
nS1h,Lubberius: 


> [9.12 he means by Chriſts righteonſnes,and the fulfilling of the 
TIE whole Law for him , one at leaſt of thoſe wonkies, 
whom he hath ſo oft in his mouth, ( to ſay nothing 

gn _ of another of them, whom yet ſo highly he extols) 
as. a would not only refuſe to ſubſcribe to, but condemn 


Dco,qued ea vec ſome part of his Faith ® as avain refuſe and ſubtilty, not 


_—_ . , 

farts —_ agreeable to Scripture, but ſuch as taints the parity of 
- adt6 od1t,ut (e- Orthodox doFrinme , rends in pieces that righteouſnes, 
periumers come whereby we ſtand juſt hefor e God "WR derogates fr 0 the 


worn diceret 


mers hec eſe © death of Chriſt, and 1 makes hit Cros and his ſatisfaion 
inaziam ſubri- by death for our fins, wholy needles and ſuperfinous. 
liratum ow62- WW hich fpeechesof his (and Parews his they are) if to 


Az,que puritde 


10s delrins MW alkers earethey ſound not as'hereticel and bly- 
Uritaloxe im- phemows , I wonder how ought ſhould in M.1iVottons 


onfforntne. Phat writings. And ſol ſhal take my leave of himzleaving 
Farus 4 vis HIM tO reconcile himfelt to Pa-ews, lince that M.Wot - 


Div Parci pan fomi8'now departed , who yet herein jumpeth not 
b Mont (4. Wholy with him3 and wiſhing bim alitile more {0+ 
{/i dergar.pav, britty-and modeſty toward bis Chriſtian brethren, 
£ ve de '»y thathave not{o il] Jeferved, enther of him,” or-of 
hs 5 - GodsChurch,as'to be thus ſezn.Jalouſly taxed # tra- 


q 1417 Cri Cucedg nailed vpon, and reviled, as by hitathey are; 
<pr or 4: berhhere and wllwhere. TO HIT LETS T 
Library. of the 
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